University of Central Florida

STARS
PRISM: Political & Rights Issues & Social Movements
1-1-1924

The world's trade union movement
A. Lozovskia

Find similar works at: https://stars.library.ucf.edu/prism
University of Central Florida Libraries http://library.ucf.edu
This Book is brought to you for free and open access by STARS. It has been accepted for inclusion in PRISM: Political
& Rights Issues & Social Movements by an authorized administrator of STARS. For more information, please contact
STARS@ucf.edu.

Recommended Citation
Lozovskia, A., "The world's trade union movement" (1924). PRISM: Political & Rights Issues & Social
Movements. 514.
https://stars.library.ucf.edu/prism/514

'

4

A. Losovs~v
'~ e n e r a Secretary,
l
Red interfiational of Labor Unions

I

Labor Herald Library
No. 10

The WorPd'a
Trade Union Movement
1

11

By A.

L w h

Gmeral Secretary of the Red Intemtio*ol of Lobor -Uniovu

With an Introduction. by Earl R. Browder

Price 5Q cents

A

Pmblishad by

The Trade Union Edueatioarl h g u e
3113 Washington Blv&

Cbicagq I&

Lecture No. 1, The World's Trade Union Movement
Before and After the War .................................... 9
Lecture No. 2, The World's Trade Union Movement
at the End of the War ................................ ...............24

Lecture No. 3, The International Federation of Trade
Unions (The Amsterdam International) 40

Lecture No. 4, The

Amsterdam International in
Theory and in Practice ............................................ 5s

Lactam No. 5, The Red International of Labor
Unions (The Profintern) ..................................... 74
Lecture No. 6, The Red International and the Process of Clarification ...................................................... 86
Lecture No. 7, Policies and Tactics of the Profintern %
Lecture No. 8, The Relation of Forces of the Reformist and Revolutionary Trade
Union Movements and Their Perspectives .................................................................................... 113

Translation bv M. A. Skromny.

INTRODUCTION
'HIS book is the stenographic report of a serles of lectures, delivered by A. Losovsky, General Secretary of the Red International
of Labor Unions before the school of the Russian Communist
Party in Moscow, during July and August, 1923. It was published in
pamphlet ,form in the Russian language early this year, and is herewith
presented in English.
Probably the most important characteristic of Losovsky's lectures is
that, for the first time, there is available a comprehensive picture of the
trade union movement from the world viewpoint, which deals not so
much with the statics (the unilluminating details of organization and
the million variations of program and problems) but rather with the
vital, living influences at work within the labor movement, the tendeacies, the relation of forces and, especially, with the tremendous struggle
developing throughout the world since the war by the forces of
revolutionary struggle, crystallized in the Red International of Labor
Unions, against the class collaboration policies of the old bureaucracy,
organized in the Amsterdam International (International Federation
of Trade Unions).
It is this world-wide viewpoint upon which the lectures are based
that gives the book its greatest value. Such a comprehensive outlook
is especially needed in the American labor movement. The trade union
movement in this country, originally among the most militant and international in its attitude, has for forty years been stifled by the narrow nationalism, as well as by the jealous craft spirit within the
limits of the nation, of the reactionary officialdom headed by Samuel
Gompers. T o see and to understand that the fundamental problems of
the trade unions throughout the world are essentially the same as our
own, an understanding which a study of Losovsky's book will certainly
give, is to lay the firmest possible foundation-the only possible onefor a broad and powerful revolutionary organization in America.
AMERICAN
TRADEUNIONISMBEFORETHE WAR
If we were to attempt an adequate review of developments within the
American labor movement, as complete and comprehensive as that given
by Losovsky for the International, it would require another book of
almost equal dimensions. In this brief introduction it is the purpose
only to suggest some of the main points of comparison.
In the pre-war period of American trade unionism, three main tendencies may be distinguished; they may be classified as trade unionism,
syndicalism, and socialism. Each of these tendencies, although corresponding in a general way to their analogous forces in the European
movement, varied in. many respects from their counterparts in other
countries.
Trade unionism, as a distinct philosophy of the labor movement
which concerns itself exclusively with the immediate economic struggle,

T

is adequately characterized by Losovsky in dealing with the world situation. In the internatioqll movepent thie tendency is largely represented by the British and American unions. One important difference
in k b gre-war development of the two Anglo-Saxon movements, however, necessary to an understanding of rmny present problems, is that
while in Britain the trade unions (and trade unionism as a system of
ideas) had entered a period of change and development even before the
war, in America this process has started much later and under different
world conditions. Thus while the British labor movement, reformisf
to the core though it was, yet was developing independent political
action In the British Labor Party and embarked upon projects of amalgamation that broke up the hard and fast concepts of craft unionism,
in this same period the American Federation of Labor stood solidly
against the slightest deviation from its classical policies-collaboration
in the capitalist parties and strict craft autonomy.
The syndicalist tendency in the world movement has its counterpart
in America in the Industrial Workers of the World (I. W. W.) Arising as a protest against the antiquated structure and class collaboration
policies of the A. F.of L., on the one hand, and against the parliamentary cretinism of the Socialist Party on the other, this organization
l
of American
played a considerable role in the i d e d o ~ development
revolutionists, though a much smaller .one in the class struggle itself
Dominated at it6 birtb by a leadership innhed with Marxism, yet earl3
it adopted the anti-political theories of syndicalism. Although the form
sf this syndicalist doctrine was largely molded by the syndicalist s c h d s
of Europe, it was actually based in the social and economic conditions
of the western migratory worker of America, the only element of labor
that has been permanently in the E W. W, On its positive side the
I. W. W. developed a complete theory of industrial unionism, an ideal
plan for reorganizing the labor movement from top to bottom. It is
this concept of industrial unionism, necessarily applying centralized
organization, which is the chief difference between the I. W. W. and
European syndicalism. During the pre-war period the I. W. W. undoubtedly represented the most militant and class canscious section of
the American proletariat
The Socialist Party as a force in the trade union movement, has
played no dominating role in America. When it came upon the scene .
it found the trade unions already established, with a crystallized leadership that was hostile to Socialism. The impatience of the socialists
with this reactionary trade unionism led not (only to the dual unionism
which culminated in the 1. W. W*, bat also divided the socialists themselves on the trade union field. The split whieh divided the Socialist
Party from the Sodalist L a b r Party, one of the issues of which was
the latter's policy of dual unionism, did not leave the Socialist Party
free to develop as a powet in the trade union movement. The socialist
left-wing became militant advocaes of the I. W. W., while the rightwing, which stood for working within the trade unions, was incapable
f

of developing a real opposition to Gompersism. While the Socialist
Party remained "His Majesty's opposition" in the court of Samuel
Gompers during the pre-war period, its opposition was at almost all
times very ineffective, it had no trade union program, and was entirely
inamble, even when its members gained control of large unions, of
&ecthg the general course of American trade unionism.

The entry of America into the world war brought profound changes
bi ail these groups and tendencies in the American labor movement.
The trade unions, during the war and the years immediately following,
made great strides forward in membership. The officialdom was largely
incorporated into the governmental machinery and occupied a semiprivileged status. "War prosperity" delivered an enormous power into
their hands. The bureaucracy was able to become an instrument for
the conscription of the working class for war and industry, a vehicle
for floating war loans among the workers, a machine for delivering
rebellious workers to the Department of Justice-in short, to take its
place as an open section of the ruling class-without losing its control
over the masses, or creating any considerable organized opposition. .
Upon the I. W. W., the war had a shattering effect. Permeated by
militant rebels who actively fought against participation in the world
slaughter, it brought down upon itself all the wrath of American capitalism. But because it was dominated by syndicalist prejudices it was
completely unable to form such a well-knit body of men and ideas as
eodd survive such a period of suppression and emerge stronger than
ever on account of it. After hundreds of its leading militants had been
k n t to prison, the I. W. W, rapidly developed into a pacifist, non-reeistant organization. It lost not only the bulk of its membership but,
mare important, it surrendered its position held up until the war, of
the most militant section of the American working class. .
When America was thrown into the war, the Socialist Party was
again tom by its inner contradictions. The St. Louis convention in
2917 was dominated by the anti-war elements. But the right-wing was
still in almost complete control of the Party, with the result that its
practical activity brought the S. P.few of the benefits of a fighting antimilitarist stand. On the other hand, the St. Louis resolution, after
causing the split away of an insignificant group of socialist jingoes,
(Spargo, Walling, et al), brought the S. P. up against the solid wall
s f Gompers' ironclad control of the trade unions. The socialist leaders
h the labor movement quickly made their peace with Gompers. The
ideological and organizational struggle within the S. P., between the
pink and file militants who sto'od for active anti-militarism, and the
&ht-wing leadership that wished t o accommodate itself to "reality,"
prepared the ground for the later disintegration of the Socialist Party.

The Russian revolution crashed into this situation, upsetting all the
old inertias and balances. The masses in the unions responded to it
with the most widespread and effective forward movement yet seen.
Great strike after strike shook the country. Hitherto-unorgqnized
millions flooded into the unions. For the first time militant leadership
upon a large scale was able to appear above the stifling Gompers bureaucracy, as in the steel strike, The masses in the trade unions had
been profoundly stirred.
In the I. W. W. the Russian revolution had been greeted with great
acclaim. With the development of civil war and the accompanying
struggle against anarchist and Menshevik ideology in Russia, a division
took place in the I. W. W. The anarcho-syndicalist tendency which,
combined with a bastard pacifisn~, was in control, became definitely
antagonistic to the revolution; at the same time a large number of the
clearer elements definitely began to shed their anti-political dogmas and
to assimilate the lessons of the Russian revolution. The development
of this Communist wing in the I. W. W. was retarded by the imprisonment of many of its best leaders. This allowed some misunderstanding
to occur, so that the confusionist leadership continued to dominate the
organization. The result was that thousands of the best rank and file
militants left thc I. W. W. in disgust at its propaganda against Soviet
Russia. The full effects of the favorable reaction towards the Russian
revolution on the part of the I. W. W. membership thus failed to obtain expression in the organization as such.
Most profound was the effect upon the Socialist Party of the Bolshevik upheaval. The split which took place in 1919, the formation of
the various Communist Parties and groups, and their later integration
under the influence of the Communist International, brought a profound
change into the left-wing conception of trade union strategy and tactics. At the same time this split eliminated the Socialist Party as even
the shadow of an independent factor. Since 1919 the S. P. has steadily
and consistently gone to the right, abandoned all pretense even of opposition to Gompersism, and today suffers silently from the insults
which "the Grand Old Man" heaps upon them the while he orders them
about.
THEBIRTHOF THE AMERICAN
LEFT-WINGMOVEMENT
Within the trade unions there had for years been a small group of
revolutionists attempting to develop a revolutionary wing therein. In
1912 this group organized the Syndicalist League of North America,
which expressed the general tendency of syndicalism but in flat opposition to dual organization, opposing thereto the idea of revolutionary
nuclei in the mass unions. This movement after a short but active life
subsided, to appear again in 1916 a s 'the International Trade Union
Educational League, which, however, soon expired in the war atmosphere of the time. In 1920 the Trade Union Educational League was

rking time for the most part, while it endeavored to bring
of program among all the left-wing elements.

which had rendered their efforts sterile for a generation. The
was the coming together in a great campaign of left-wing or-

tion and the clarification of program, in the Trade Union EducaLeague. From the mass trade unions came hundreds of militants
rto unattached to any revolutionary body on account of the old
$hi
union
l
notions. From the I. W. W. came a group of workers who
gdm&e( all the fine traditions of the best revolutionary days of that
wganization. From the Communist groups that split away from the
. W a l i s t Party and were later unified in the Workers Party of America,
the full current of American revolutionary experience and ide'klbgy. 11n the Trade Union Educational League all these elements,
kbmprising every healthy American left-wing tendency, were fused to&* into the first effective left-wing trade union movement in this
Corntry, the American section of the Red International of Labor Unions.

'
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In the brief years of its work the Trade Union Educational League
has wrought a profound clarification in the entire labor movement.
Starting out with a great campaign from coast to coast and in every
, '
labor union, for amalgamation and a labor party-slogans expressing
the two deepest and most fundamental needs of the American labor
mmoment-the T. U. E. L. has reached the minds of hundreds of
-ds
of trade unionists and influenced the decisions of at least
%;mom
From
. the broad slogans that stir the masses, it has intensively
-&elsped the issue of revolutionary unionism until today it represents
$kc organized struggle within the unions against every phase of capitalis& influence and bourgeois ideology. While it battles for the forrna£kinof an all-embracing farmer-labor party, to express the broad polit' h l struggle of the toiling masses at the present moment of development,
is at the same time rallying the smaller groups of conscious revolu.
*'&mtry workers to the more bitter and intense struggle against the
srsbber forms of class collaboration. It is no accident that the T. U.
. E, L,is at once a leading factor throughout the labor movement in the
,thtgg1e for a labor party, in which millions are enlisted, and at the
.
'w&e time is organizing the resistance to the nefarious "B. & 0.'' class
'
- .wlkboration scheme of the railroad union bureaucrats, to the poisonous
Wests of which the workers are only beginning to be aroused.
Of course the tremendous progress made by the Trade Union Edumticm;rl Leape, in establishing the left-wing as a power in the trade
.
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unions, has not been unopposed. Long before the bureaucrats generally
realized what menace the T. U. E. L. was to their comfortable swivdchair life, the old fox Gompers had sounded the alarm. As the leftwing campaigns shook the labor movement and registered success after
suecas in ,almost every legislative gathering of the working class, the
officialdom took alarm and rallied every force of the union machinery,
the capitalist press, and the State. The Federal Government was used
in an attempt to railroad Foster to prison, along with 70 other trade
union militants and Communists. The capitalist press has teemed with
organized and inspired propaganda against the left-wing. The union
journals have been full to overflowing with denunciation and provocation against the T. U. E,L, mili-ts.
And, direct from the Amsterdam
International, headquarters of reaction in the world's labor movement,
has been imported the policy of expulsions and splits against the leftwing.
Space will not permit even the briefest review of the development of
the American left-wing movement in the trade unions. Those who
have missed reading THE LABORHERALD,
monthly organ of the Trade
Union Educational League since March, 1922, can find the rich experience of these few years embodied therein. Back numbers and bound
volumes can be obtained from the League office. Just as this book of
Losovsky's is necessary to everyone who would understand the world's
labor movement today, so is T H LABOR
~
HERALD
necessary to every
left-wing unionist who wishes to be an effective participant in the great
revolutionary struggle qow going on for the leadership of the American
labor movement.
Although the American class strurrrrle has so far
st
primitivetrade unionism, in ideologyand organizational form, yet the
struggle itself, in the direct clashes with the employing class, its private
armed forces and the State, has been more bitter and violent than in
perhaps any other country previous to the revolutionary period. The
reactionary leadership and antiquated program and structure of the
American labor movement could not prevent the giant forces generated
by American capitalism from coming to expression in great struggles.
I t is enough to cite Homestead, Pullman, Ludlow, McKees Rocks,
Lawrence, Mesaba, the steel strike, Herrin, West Virginia, and the
whole history of the coal miners, to understand that the American
working class contains within itself the' forces of proletarian revolution
corresponding to the productive forces of American Capitalism, the
greatest in the world. Delayed in coming to expression by the peculiar
conditions of American social development, the forces of revolution in
the American trade anion movement will be all the more sweeping and
rapid in their development, all the more decisive and relentless, when
the chains of capitalist ideology, of reformism, of Gompersism, a*
finally broken.
April 28, 1924.
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The World's Trade Union Mov-t

Before anif A f k the

War

N order to undejrstand the development and the ways of the world
trade union movement in the post-war period, we will have to give
a short characterization of its conditions before and during the war.
Before the war the trade union movement could be characterized as
follows, first of all from the geographical point of view it was not yet
a world movement; it was mostly developed in Europe and in the Anglo
. Saxon countries, and on the other hand in the British colonies, such as
Canada, Australia, South Africa. All Asia without mentioning Africathis great area of working masses-which by its population is much
greater than the so-called civilized world, had not been drawn into the
world's socialist nor into the world's trade union movement, for the
simple reason that the labor movement began to crystalize in these
countries only at the end of the war and mainly in the post-war period.
So from the geographical point of view we have a trade union movement which is confined within a certain territorial frame, which can
only be called a world movement with certain reservations.
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m tne wnole world before the war there were a b ~ u ften million or-

ganked workers, which were organized into unions of all kinds of
political shades, beginning with anarcho-syndicalists and ending with
Catholic, democrat, Protestant and so forth. The bulk of these or&wed workers were in Europe. Taking the main countries we get
the following picture : Before the war in Great Britain in round numbers
were about 4000,000 organized workers ; in Germany, about 3,~oo,ooo;
b the United States, 2,700,000; in France, about 1,000,ooo; in Italy,
goss,,cm; in Belgium, 200,000; in Holland, 220,000, etc., etc. We will stop
fi these figures in order to show the r 4 value, to show what they
really contain.
France before the war was showing ~,ooo,ooomembers in the trade
'
rutians; but in the General Confederation of Labor, the only organiza+,, tion which could be called a class organization, there were no more
t
b 500,ooo. The rest were unions of agricultural workers which stood
, gn the other side of the national trade union movement-almost
on the
2 other side; unions of government employees, which in fact were in
-. opposition to the CGT; here we also find some little yellow unions; in
,
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short the official statistics include in the trade unions every organization, which under the law of 18&1 had to register its by-laws-znd even
without such registration was under that law.
,
It is clear such figures i&t
give the real picture of the trade union
movement, for such a pict're we can-get only when we know not only
the amount bat also the contents-in other words the political composition and the p.iolitica1~xquvementswhich exist i d h a t ; group of workers.
The same about -'k&ahy. Here were g5oa,h members, at a time
when the r~formistunions show only z,sm,;oao,
.
The s i n k about England, where instead of four million and a couple
of hundred thousand, we should say a maximum of abbat.ah?ee million
workers had, if not a class conscious platform, at least very lelosk to it,
In the whole world we had about ten million organized workers. . In
the first question which naturally comes up-what actually did that
'big army represent?-we have to look behind the figures. That ten
million is a big army is shown by the last war. Ten million well organized workers, knowing what they want, distributed all over the
world, are a great power. We can say without exaggeration that, if
these ten million organized workers had been not only. revolutionary
in mood but revolutionary in fact, the world war w ~ u l dhave never come
about. You will see farther on that this mass of workers represented
a very vivid and varied picture.
.

!

;
f

I

;
'

,

-.

The trade union lilovement of that time *as divided on the main
lines, between those having a class-conscious point of view and those
s
of non-class view-point. Among those with a c l a s s . + ~ s c i o uviewpoint we can count the principal trade union bodies of Germany, England, France, Italy and the Scandinavian countries, which in their programs, resolutions, etc., pointed out the class struggle and which tlieoretically, at least, were opposed to class collaboration.
The non-class unions, were those which in their programs declared
openly for cooperation between classes .and for social peace; these were
the. Catholic, democratic, Protestant, and other unions. We should also
count here the yellow unions, which theoretically recognized the class
and social peace, but, in practice had been conducting a class strugglebut not on the side of the workers; rather on the side of the bourgeoisie. This is the first grouping which divided the great mass of
organized workers and which is the primary classification of the trade
unions existing at that time.
But this rough division of the dass and non-class is, in itself, not
. enough if we do not explain what the class unions at that time really
were.
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ing that part of the unions which, before the war, uxr&ed- :'
e-fourths of all organized workers on a class basis, we e a . - &
in general three political groupings which had been formed
.long historical period. On one side was trade unionism
here trade unionism as a certain ideological and poIitica1
anarcho-syndicalism and third, social-democratic trade
the three different clear political divisions into which
movement was divided. Let us take up the charof these movements.
+

arc:.

z

What do we understand in the trade union literature and politics
under trade unionism? This name, which was adopted from the AngloSaxon countries, became during tlre long period of development of the
English and American trade union movement not only an external
fomwida or symbol for a certain trade union in a certain country, but
it $@resented also a certain ideological and political content of the
t r d e mion movement. Under trade unionism we understand such a
fom-af the labor and trade union movement which has for its purpose
only1
narrow economic problems of bettering conditions of labor,
higher wages, etc.
Trade unionism is a theory which has grown out of the practical
Anglo-Saxon labor movement, which in fact does not have in its program, in theory or in practice, the overthrowal of capitalism, but only
the betterment of conditions within the capitalist system.
So the main characterization of trade unionism (also a characttrkatiotr "afreformism, which is understood widely outside the borders of
Angis25axon countries) is the struggle within the frame of the capitalist
system and the conception of that system as a permanent one within
the f r q w of which we have to struggle and better the conditions of &i
working class. Most of the practical and theoretical workers of the
Anglo-Saxon labor movement openly ccmstrued the problems of the
trade uniun'ofily in the sense of bettering the conditions of the warking
class under capitalism and even. put up the theory of the existence of
three main factors, Labor, Capital, and Society (public).
W& the trade union leaders understodd by the "public" somewhat
r e m i d us in Russia of our term "the third element.'' There was such
a third elengent in the zemstvo (councils of the rural citizenry), the
intelligtnzia, which was objectively counted as revolutionary but which
played<,asomewhat separate role between the two main struggling .
classes. Under "public" they understood that. part of the bourgeoisie
which under the pressure of th&working class cake to the conclusian'
1
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This is why the trade union happas
be the main weapon of the social resolution. .
' Besides that, in the opinion o f the-theoreticians and active workers
of tsnareho-syndicalism <of *barn; WE' .may rime Sarel',~Wuardelle,
Grihrel) the eharaepcdzatioa.Iwhigh diffireptiates t h ~trade unions is
that theynotonlg;arethe+I$a
,of $he :~ockingclass in its
h g g l e to overthmw ,oapitatitan;
~ ~ x i i z a t i :around
o n ~ which
the new society will be buil~j - ~ e @ ~ d & ~ ;the. & b belief: af the anarchosyndicalists the trade adms .will hot
the rep~&.tionbut will
dm create thc new'ywigty,
.t~d**n.iians a w n i z e production,

w
e the uiion ahead ot the party.

p-, <
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i$ I
believe-d
& k fie initiative of the minother movements, Ffmt -of.;$
ority, and' acc~rdingtbits rd* &it m@adtp'with initiiktive could in
many cases kke fhr place o f tfi; inag?. The anarcho-syndicalists in
general shared *t a n d i o t @5;$tust .sf the. muses, The individual
plays the more important rqTr* The: q i n ~ g i t ywith <initiative can not
only start somethmg, drag the -m;sa$es a l ~ a gb@t
~ -abo build for .the
masses, instead of :them.
:
.
:
This role of the ''militant d ~ o r i t f i s an9 ?of the, main characteristics
of the arrzkicho-eyndicalist paint of' view, . And, from this angle, they
brought into the every-day abuggle things e a t we -da not see in other
. movements. 'They brought
the strtiggle an element of adventMts
whikh could always be men in their custam of exaggeration.of the mde
.
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WORLD'S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT
of Uae strike. Organizing strikes as often as possible, they even created
a special terminology-"revolutionary exercises," figuring that every
strike is a good thing. They claim that a strike is always for the benefit of the working class and it drags in a certain amount of workers
into the movement and sharpens the social relations and the struggle
between the classes. A careful and long preparation, the study of the
objective conditions of strikes, the realistic calculation of the relation
of forces and the calculation of the role of the masses and the relation
between the masses and the militant minority, all this has been entirely
ignored by the anarcho-syndicalists and considered as of no importance
at all.
They imagined the social revolution as beginning suddenly, without
the necessary organizational, political and other historical surroundings.
At last they present the idea of sabotage, or what we call the "economic
terror," as a means of compulsion against employers. They have been
out-spoken against large, strong trade union treasuries, looking at it
from the point of view that the trade unions are, as a matter of fact,
like plain people, the one that has much money is not very active in the
struggle; and therefore, the trade union 'that has much money in its
treasury, will be afraid of losing it and will not be as militant and ready
for .strikes as necessary. This is, in short, the characterization of anarcho-syndicalism within the trade union movement of the world, and
which is especially characteristic of the Latin countries, France, Spain,
Portugal, Argentina, Mexico, etc. In Italy, notwithstanding the fact
that it is a Latin country, the trade union movement took another form.

Finally, we have the third movement, the social-'democratic trade
union movement, the most representative of 'which has been the German
and Austrian trade unions. What are the d@racteristics of this type
of trade union organization? I t has to a cett$in degree been between
trade unionism and anarcho-syndicalism. In ftheory, the social-democratic trade union movement arose from t&e necessity of creating a
new social order. Therefore, it has been d@~rentthan the pure trade
unionism in that it had as its aims the pr6Wem of creating a new society, or the destruction-under certain cdhditions--of capitalism. It
was socialistic in the sense that it had socialistic ideas. But we would
be greatly mistaken if we would mix the socialist ideas, or in other
words the socialist theory and resolutions about socialism, with the
everyday practice-with the preparation of the caming of socialism.
The characteristic of the pre-war social-democratic trade union movement was the thought of the possibility of arriving at the new society
by gradual transition, separate victories and separate changes of society.
I n *this way, the overthrow of capitalism was not the aim of these .

unions, but the gmdtfal change of society. And this development of,
socialism from.,&cagialist society they visioned as a developed form
of democracy, a developed democratic society which spreads its democracy to the maximum. I t is the development from political democracy, gradually bwo.ming an economic and social democracy. This is
the basis of ;he theory of the social-democratic trade union movement;'
Socialism, from their point of view, is the legal son of democracy. It
should gradually $+ow out of the development of democratic forms.
And now we see that the characteristic of the social-democratic trade
which differentiates it is what we call "graduation" or
steps from one form into another. This idea has
differe#,&#h& in different countries, but in general and more correctly
it may be@bdetstood as "reformism," which means the idea of gradual
change of ~ c i e t yby means of reforms. In France that which we call
"gradatiof has had the name of "possibilism." In England the sathe
thing $pphen called "Fabianism," adopted by the so-called Socialists
who arb, @? a, slow, gradual transition from one system into another.
The ~ a 1 3 6 e m o c r a t i ctrade union movement stands separate from
the Social-Democratic Party. It believes somewhat in a division of '
functioil: - The party has to do with politics, we, the trade unions, havei
to do wi&-. ~ ~ ~ l The
c sgeneral
.
problems of the labor movement
are under the jurisdiction of the party, but we, the trade unions, should
only have to deal with economics. And it is interesting that there were
many cases where the trade unions of Germany refused to consider the
question of p gewal strike under the pretext that it was not under
their jurisdiction, that it was the business of the party.
We have, therefwe, three ideological factions in the world's trade
union movement, vP;hich, before the war, were often in conflict with each'
other. Thesi conflicts were mostly conflicts of leaders of different
pithtanding the fact that these factions existed in every
countrieq'
country, In
many, where the socialist movement was most influential, the. pmho-syndicalist movement was very weak and mostly in
so-call@ "local yions." In France, where the anarcho-syndi~alist
move-t
was the stronger, alongside with it there existed a powerful
refor*
trade union movement of pure German type. In America,
d where they have a specific type of trade union movement,
of the trade union movement also existed.
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ment will give an explanation-why the beginning of war was also the
befinning of*bankruptcy of the world-wide trade union and socialist
movement,
What is the difference between the labor movement and the other
forms of social movements? First of all, it is an international movement. Capital played a big role in making it an international moveknent, if not by creating the same conditions of labor, as least by the
same forms and methods of exploitation, which were the forerunners
of the creation of international organization for the working class.
Thus, the necessity of creating international organization - Internationals-was growing as long as, capitalism was expanding into new
countries, I t was growing also because capitalism itself has been becoming more international and called forth 4s a power against itself
the international labor organization.
What are the characteristics of the 19th and the beginning of the 20th
centuries? In that time capitalism created new organizations for better
exploitation, it created new combines, trusts, syndicates, etc., in which
it concentrated its power, thanks to which is was able to hold down
the working masses. All that, and the development of capitalist exploitation beyond the border of the given nation, forced the working
masses to such forms of unity which would also extend beyond the
borders of the separate country, which wquld unite the workers independently of their belonging to one or the other nation or state.
Thus, the growth of capitalism, the growth of forms and methods
of capitalist exploitation, the growth of the centralized State, the progress of technique, the means of communication, etc., all together forced
the working class to seek new forms of connections in order to be able,
by centralized effort in a united fight, to compel consideration from the
employers.
But, notwithstanding the great nec
ited
front, on an international scale, neither the international trade union
movement nor the political movement had risen to united international
action, although they did create political and trade union internationals.

In the trade union sphere of the pre-war period we have the International Secretariat of Trade Unions, which was created in 1902. Its
conferences usually were connected with the International Socialist
Congresses, as these trade unions usually sent their delegates to the latter Congresses. This International Secretariat was not an international
organization in the sense which especially we, the Communists, understand it. I t was not an organization for struggle; but an international
organization for the exchange of information. We could easily call
it an "international information bureau," an international bureau for
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amding statistics to each other, an international post-office box, or anythhg but an international labor union. It lacked the characteristic of
a real labor international; that is, the domination of interests of the
class as a whole over the interests of separate parts of the international.

THEINTERNATIONALS
OF IPDUSTRIES

-

Besides the International Secretariat of Trades Unions, there were
international units of trade unions--or internationals-by industries:
The International Textile Union, the Metal Workers Union, The Wood
Workers Union; the Barbers' Union; the Cap Makers' Union, the
Needle Trades, etc., over twenty international unions, which could be
more correctly called a semblance of international unity than real unity.
In fact we cannot remember one time in the international labor movement before the war where any industrial international played a leading
role in the international struggle, where the unions would take concurrent action in different countries.
Therefore, if we look at these internationals from the point of view
of those problems which an international in general should solve, we
must openly state that no such international in fact existed. They were
organizations which called themselves "internationals." They had stationery with their names upon it, but they were only indications of the
necessity of militant internationals, which they themselves were not.
The existence of these internationals proved the necessity of creating
real international units. Their weakness characterized the degrees of
the development of these international connections-otherwise the degrees of the development of the working class movement of the world.
Again, if we wish to get a clear understanding of those causes which
led up to the disintegration of the labor movement of the world with
the beginning of the war, let us see what these labor organizations
represented, and what were the connections between them.
Only after we carefully acquaint ourselves with these organizations,
will we understand why 1914 was the year of the complete disintegration, demoralization and disorganization of the international labor move'inent. The competition between international capitalist groups before.
the war, was reflected in the industrial international unions, and with
the coming of the war, came out more boldly. After the international
Congress of Metal Workers in 1914, one of the former delegates at
that Congress, Merrheim, at that time a revolutionary syndicalist, stated
in an article that at that Congress the competition between the British
and German metallurgy showed itself.
The labor movement of that period, although officially connected in
international unity, in fact was filled with national prejudices, national
separatism, and national interests. The questions of "fatherland" were
superior to the interests of the working class, and the question of "de-

fending the .fatherland" was a principle accepted by the whole labor
movement.
This was the situation in the international trade union movement at
the moment the war came.. From the point of view of the amount of
the trade union membership of all countries, they at once began to
shrink. The mass mobilizations which seized upon the adult population,
took from the ranks of the working class hundreds of thousands and
millions of people, and therefore, the unions naturally began to shrink;
For instance, in Germany, which before the war had 3,500,000 members
in trade unions, at the end of 1915 had only 1,500,ooo.
In the reformist unions there were instead of the 2,500,000, less than
~,ooo,ooo. The French Confederation of Labor, which before the war
had 5u0,ooo members, at the end of 1915 not more than 150,000. Colossal changes also took place in other countries, in the amount of memberships. Thus we see that the direct influence of the war upon the
trade unions was to shrink the membership and to empty the ranks of
the unions.

But this was not the most important thing, as not only by the emptying of the ranks of the unions did the war attack the trade union movement, but this process also changed the old ideology, creating a new
one, the ideology of the war period. This ideology in different countries had different names, but mainly it was called "war socialism."'
What was the main feattlre of this ideology which was created by the
leaders of the trade union and political movement during the war?
We think it can be characterized in the following short formula:
"Fatherland, first of all." Let us remember that at the beginning of
the war one of the most talkative "left socialists" of France, Gustave
Hem*, who turned over to social patriotism with lightening agility, has
explained this evolution in the following way : "The workersy'-said h e "were caught by the iron hand of the war by the throat, raised into the
air and thrown back by the strong hand to the ground, and they felt
first of all their own ground. Every one of the workers who was
thrown by the hurricane of events fell to the ground of his own country."
We have to say that although the reformists of all countries as it
was already mentioned in the social sense have been believers in evolution, but in their own personal viewpoint, they have been developing in
an entirely different way. In this case we may rather use the conceptian
of revolution than evolution, for they have been changing their views
literally over night. And this may be said not only about the reformists

.
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f a very great number of anarcho-syndicalists, who sudow, began to feel that they had a "fatherlandJ' although
sm wag previously their hobby.
.

THEDIVISIONON MILITARY-DIPLOMATIC
COALITION
idealogy of the labor movement brought great changes
f forces. The modern war is not a war of small groups,
Modern war is a war of masses, a war of nations in
the word. I t is a war of industry against industry.
orking class in this war, the tactics of its unions,
ods of struggle, play a decisive role in the modern war.
fioiit reason did the garrulous Lloyd-George in 1916say to
Workers, "In this victory on the northern front won by the
my, you, metal workers, played a great and decisive part."
fluence of industry played a decisive role in the war. The

the front, the conditions of work were such that those
ere in fact ideological and political participants
k e talk about the war between France and England on one

Germany on the other, we have to talk not only about the war
the two groups of bourgeoisie, but also the war between the
and trade unions of these fighting countries. Here, the war
not only in the sense that the workers had been organized into
and sent to the front and ordered to fire at their comrades with
e , y s . The war which began in 1914 started a war also betrade unions of the Allies and the unions of the Central
s. ft started a polemic and an ideological fight where the reprees of one s i d e t h e Allies, tried. to prove to the German trade
s, &at- they were traitors to the principles of international social-

s war between the leaders of the trade unions is most charactereriod. It is even more character-

compromise between the cabinet ministers and the
ay with the working rules which benefited

.-
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labor. In Germany and other countries, by agreement with the trade
lrnioar was crated an indefinite working day* - In short, the trade.
~13um
during the war period were the..$asis pf .the sfryggie. They took
an active ideological and political arid;:-mure
participation in t&e internat.i~n,aal-~kqjihrqr;:~
. . , . :;._ -- :.
..,.
qh:.d:.x-.s,This division into milit&$ ~diticks
w*ht -ibkt.ithe atfernpi in
1916 by the trade uni~ni*t~'-d~~L~E~~&UiCS
- t@'ofg8iiizetheir own -conference in Leeds, Englhd; &id at;,@& ;p-flfej@iiY
id
Sb
$%gethe new Trade.
Union International ,df .fiJ~ei~:-?Fif:t$-@
t!lfii:'fh5atLf'h,e: re~rcsehtatives.
of tbe neutral cqtt'fi.tAkq'8sfd i
fK& SWijs,:Ni;AKegirn, Bolland,
Sweden,-khd .ta-6kgkflitS &i~erh%t.ioi@l
&nf@kfij&@, order ' to bring
tog&u. &&it~mbee&.-6f,:fi@ie
&$'ciiiit@f~~&&
t"ig~:i-@~~II-~~ma~iOnal,
the represeiiratfie$;gf--1'dqm~dr8~.$gd>f$&$~~ati&frfi,)t~af+fs,
pf EmcG .
England and . bther qountr.ies; b3$terlji;$$fd'Otd.to .sitsst <one;.table with
representatives
the- Countries of the Cmtral Pawere, . "- Why did they refvs,$!". Why did they not want fo meet the representatives froin the Gernian trade unions in order to'.talk-over the iriethods 1
and fdrdis of sto#pingxthe &laughter?-Because they were 'tied @pwith i
their bburgedi#@ and a meeting between the alliiesof the' bourgeoisie of j
the Allied pakkis andhtliC allies of the bourgebiste of >hi'Cmtral Powers i
would be.a inkiting between the two bourgeoisie~tt'k~~elv~sC
- &lil', as. ;
the war had been conducted for the destruction- of ''be
'ko'bkitiitis, for
the econ~fri@destruction, for the & n u ~ S $ , ~%h&5sihi,.
it 'is: nataidf - !
that neither the French nor the 3ri$jtih!;$~ .thejAnie3:icannminions; could
e s s e'dwillingness 1
agree to meet the Germans. . ~ h e ~ , @ ~ ~ d ~ s . ! ~ e * p rddtbeir
to meet, but the French and+B e ~ i ~ g ~ ~ < ~ s i ~ c ~ ~ d ~ ~ tcitizens
h ' ~ m ~ of'
ie1i
attacked countries which were fi&h$in&\ f,-&..<
~ 5Fqght" and '6civilization."
The trade uniob movement i ~ a L;br@kk~$j~+~gfd
k
different ' koalitions
along the lines of diplomacy, which is; #erh~p#~',the:lpwet
form of dis:un~nion.
movement
grace, the most extreme point reached- bg- 'thc"t&@
-. +*<:in its disintegnation .
<
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The war, which.ended in e' - ~ictoryof "democracy" over "hrbarisnq*
resulted in the famous Vip$les,- Trianty, and S e v r e ~Treaties, which
brought "eace t b humanit$." . ?t .would he r niistkke -tcv..consider the
victory only-a? a; -victory of one. bourgedsic.over the oxher, It was not
only of the b~urgeoisie.of the. Allied countries over -fie ;German and
Austrian peopleC+t was something more than 2that-it was the victory
of the trade unigns- of the allied countries o v g the trade unichs of
Germany and Amstria. I t was a victory .of one part of the workersa
over the other. The dominant p o s i t i ~ f i * ~ ~ c H ~German
' t h e tfade unims
occupied before the war, was destroyed by the victory of the Aliik.
.. .
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The British .uirjons became the dominant factor in the international
trade union w
e
m
e
n
t
, which corresponds to the economic hegemony
of their bourg+ip~isie. In this way the development of the labor movement, the deyepment of international organizations is closely related
to the desti$$ @f capitalism, and the victory of the bourgeoisie of one
country refleets on the position which the workers of the other country
had in one 'tit 'another international.
The victoq of the Allies signified a victory of the trade unions of the
Allied e~u#&ieswhich very boldly was demonstrated at the international cogf&nces which were held at the end of the war and which
also teflectd itself in the whole post-war period.

a
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ing against reformism even before the war, we fought against the bour=hie.
But that the bourgeois relations, the bourgeois ideology, the
b ~ u g e o i sliterature, the bourgeois church and philosophy, and in general
,
4
3 :Chat was created by the bourgeoisie could so much dominate the
working, class, this-to be frank-every Bolshevik may say we did not
expect.
.
And for us, the left wing of the labor movement, which had been
the left wing before the war and remained as such during the war, was
the degree of the collapse entirely unexpected. We underestimated
the influence of bourgeois society on the labor movment. We did not
calculate that organic connection which existed between the labor movement and that society in which the labor movement developed.
However, during the war, concurrently with the maximqm influence
of the bourgeois society on the working class, began to develop that
tendency which is within the working class of antagonism toward
bourgeois society.
This tendency which in the first period was very weak and very insignificant in some countries found its reflection only in individual
actions, such as Liebknecht in Germany (and he, among other things,
did not vote the first time against the war credits, he voted against
them the second time), appeared in the trade union movement of France.
I happened to participate directly in the creation of the first international nucleus in the Confederation of Labor together with Monatte,
Rosmer and the "dead-in-life'! Merrheim. That was the first nucleus
from which grew the Zimmerwald and Kienthal Conferences. The
labor movement from within itself began to develop a new movement,
new powers.
The whole post war period of the labor movement can be understood
only when we come up to the war period from the point of view, not
only of the changing of leaders, but also the objective forces which lead
the workers in the political and spiritual sense; also from the point of
view of the growing, new forces within these anti-patriotic groups,
which by the end of the war took a definite form and in the post war
period brought about the creation of the Communist International and
the Red International of Labor Unions.
, The trade union movement after the war, as the labor movement in
general, could be understood only by a careful study of the labor movement as it existed during the war period, by calculating those contradictory forces with'n the capitalist state which create the class struggle
and create organi tions which have on their banners the overthrow
of capitalist society.
We have therefore acquainted ourselves in a general way with the
basic factors in the development of the trade union movement before
and after the war period. I t is natutial that these basic lines drawn
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LECTURE NO. 2
Tbs World Tm& Union Movement at the End d the War
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TEEINFLUENCE
OF THE RUSSIANREVOLUTION
ON THE INTERNATIONA

T

LABOR
MOVEMENT

HE first period in the post-war development of the trade unions , .'
i3 marked by the influence of the Russian revolution. I t is known .
that even the February revolution of 1917 brought in something
new in the war itself, and mainly in the internationalelabor movement,
for it cut through the black cloud which covered up the whole so-called
civilized world and brought in a ray of hope for the liberation of the
exploited and down-trodden.
'
H ~ h fact
e
of the Russian revolution in itself had an influence in
strengthening those movements which had been forming themselves ,
within the international labor movement, which were striving to end
the war. We have to point out that the acceptance of the Russian
rdvolution by the international socialist and even the trade union movement was different. de~ending on the territorial, geographical and
; countries.
For the leading Austrian and German trade unions the Russian revolution was the beginning of the disintegration of the Allies, and they
from the sheer practical consideration, if they did not congratulate the
revolution, anyway were glad that Russia ceased to be a danger to their
"dear fatherland." On the other hand, in the leading circles of the
trade union movement of the Allied countries, the Russian revolution
was looked upon as something that would strengthen the democratic
front of the Allies against Germany. In this way, from the beginning
of the Russian revolution, the attitude of the different trade union circles was dictated by the expected success in arms of one or the other
military coalition.
This official view of the leaders of the trade union movement was
met by something new which was brought by the Russian revolution.
That new thing was the following:
We know that to the social patriots of central Europe including among
them most of the leaders of the trade unions which played a leading
,
3
role during the war, the struggle against Czarism was that triumph
which had to play the biggest role in raising the military spirit of the
masses. Czarism fell and, by that for the social-patriots of Central
Europe, this monster against which they claimed to defend their 'fatherland" no longer existed. On the other hand, the Russian revolution
in its first period bettered the. position of the social-patriots of the Allied
countries, because they who fought for "culture and civilization" were 3
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the Allies of C z a j j h and the mere possibility of alliance with Czarism
for the high ideale of defending "democracy and culture" was very
dificult to exp1~irj.i +
We should lira point out that at the beginning the,revolution appeared somewhat*to help the Allies. By using the word "Allies" we
do not mean t&'teaders, of thq government at that time, but the union
leaders of the%l!i,ed' countries. I t sewed to the union leaders that
they gained s~$#fhjng as at present liberal friends will not be allied
any more w i t h : k z a h but with not less but maybe more liberal Russia, with a republic wder the leadership of Kerensky.
But these gab& which they tried to realize were quickly evaporated.
In the 1eadingIcircleg of labor, and especially in the trade union movement they qeprn ;tolook with great fear at the growing "anarchy," as
it is knownil&bgan,.toappear about June, 1917. We will not stop here,
to e x p l a & ~ hthry sent to us their "socialist ambassadors," how
La Fon, &foute, and Cachin - at present Cachin is a Communist
but at that;-@he wirs not-were given the mission of bringing Russia
into the fold&af "deinocracy," otherwise stated "to drag Russia back
into the war.?--.We will not stop here to explain how the Belgians sent
to us th&f4.r*pjldetful speakers, and how the British and Americans
worked to thl same end. There were attempts, from the labor movement, from:&
trade union organizations of the Allied countries to
influence the Rwsian revolutiorl, to bring it into the folds of the Allies
,
by the pro*'that
were made.
It is well to point out also that French imperialism--giving the devil
his due--~ff~aas
very able in conducting agitation and propaganda for the
purpose & f d i n g the masses. They prepared already the sending to
us from
L semi-official representative but with plenary powers,
the leader d the Metal Workers, Merrheim, who was in the cabinet
circles, andi:ffl:ft did not succeed it was our fault, the fault of the
Russian workers, for we arranged suddenly for them the October Revolution. On %herbthet hand, from the side of the labor circles of Europe
they considepd the revolution from the point of view of "What will
the revolutiSi give to conduct and continue the war?"
But the ftrbsisn revolution in its further October development, reflected on the laboring masses; it created an enthusiasm, a great encouragement, for the revolution itself. From the moment of the October revolutid? &ere begins a new epoch in the war itself as well as in
the internatiogg!, labor movement. Therefore, in order to understand
the shapes which the labor movement has taken in Western Europe
it is necessarg$tounderstand the general relation of forces and that new
force-the Ruflan revolution-and then we will be able to judge .the
influencebW b 'post-October period.
'
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The October revolution made such a great change in the picture of''
the labor movement that it brought to the foreground the question at'!
ending the war. As this was the central question for the labor move
ment of all countries, the end of the war brought in a certain change ii
in the trade mion organizations of all countries.
How was the October upheaval accepted in the Western ~ u r o ~ :ej
trade union movement? Again, in different ways, depending on thp !,
diplomatic coalitions. The reformists were against the Bolshevik .:
'8d~kibuzuks(barbarians) who broke down all principles of "democracy," "eternal rights" etc., but even this oposition was different ib ;:
Central Europe than it was in the Allied countries. In Central Europe 3
they looked upon the October revolution, and later on upon the Brest "\
Litovsk Peace as a liquidation of the enemy's power. Thus, the trade
unions of Central Europe, although opposed to the October revolution, i
at the same time considered it as a somewhat unexpected aid and relief j
in the sense of liberating the necessary forces for the fight on the "
Western Front.
Entirely different was the conception of the October revolution in
the countries of the Allies. Here our exit from the war was considered *
an unheard of violation of all laws of god and man. They looked upon
us almost as violators of a sworn promise, although you know we
never gave any promises. All promises were made by Nicholas 11, and ,:
after him by Kerensky. However, their relations to Soviet Russia in
evety country has been changing, according to the coalitions and nek
groupings, depending on t$e changes of relations of forces, etc. That
is why we had new groupings and new alignments also in the trade
union movement.
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NEWGROUPINGS
OF FORCES

What were these new grouping of forces? I mentioned previously .
that the question of ending the war by Soviet Russia was-presented
not in a theoretical way, but in practice, and therefore in the c o n s c i o ~
ness of the masses this questiok was brought in, not in the form of an
illegal proclamation, but as an historical occurence which cannot be
vered up by the military censorship. It was impossible to hide from
masses the fact that Russia ended the war-was through with the ,
And the problem of the reformists was that this end of the war ,
ch already was a fact of life, should be used for the further mobil?
ion of the masses on one hand, and mobilization of these masses .
inst the revolution itself on the other. That was their main problem I:
t the time when the leading center of the reformist part of the trade
movement was trying to solve this problem, in the masses of *
e, Germany and England this ending of the war in fact brought
s a wave of sympathy and the desire to do the same thing. Thug* I:
end of the war changed the inner groupings, it made stronger the !:
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; ' a d that feeling which had not definite charwar, and which was called "pacifism." The
#; the ending of the war by us, strengthened
r stace on one hand, and on the oher-the labor
%istdency d the workers also to end the war.

-

- >.'<%
i

TEESTRUGGLE
FOR PEACE
.

The Brest ~it&s&g$w.was the culminating point around which the
masses of the world for peace concentrated
R union literature of the period of the Brest
French and English literature, we will see
5. making the Brest Litovsk Peace, the prepara.by this literature in a varied manner, dependhkh each belonged.
In 1920, w@$P 'f!k+many, I had to make a speech before the AllGerman ~ a c t i o ~ , . ~ ~Congress,
t t e e where a majority were Social
Democrats. '%'@&2~hssi~ns
have a habit in our greetings to Western
y unpleasant truths, and at that Congress I
ks from the Korraspondentzblatt (central organ
n of Trade Unions), in which the German
themselves about the Brest Litovsk Peace.
g : "It is not in the interest of Germany to
was stated by the central organ
at the time when General Hoffhis fist on the table demanding the signing of the
+out
any changes as proposed by the German
is some more ; there is a statement, for instance :
signed is not entirely satisfactory to us, nevermove ahead on the way of establishing the principles
e countries which were formerly under the op-

:?

more from these exceptional articles, but when
Congress where over a thousand people
-fourths of whom were Social Democrats, I heard
rcsidium, "Unheard of impudence !" That
t, but the members of the Congress were
After I quoted, I said: "You can now
with the Versailles Peace which repreLitovsk, how we Russian workers felt
e time of Brest Litovsk." The Brest
sign revolution was considered by the
f r m the point of view of the '4dear fatherland,"
and the in&&kb& af Ofthe particular state.

rw,at that

.

.

S

af their "fatherland!'

ants have already voted for peace? Radek asked, with a stare, "W

. ,,

'They voted with their feet9'-answered

Yc'
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Ilyitch-"because
th
m n i n g away from the front and against this vote nothing can be
This, in a general way, was the reason for the Brest Litovrk
And this reason was not noticeable evenl to all of us, so much

adf brought in something mtirely new into the world's labor mov
h s the rank and file worker, be he a member of a trade union,
he in .Australia or Alaska, d even not knowing anything atc
what was going on in Russia; the fact in itself that the preslr
whole world was against us, was cursing us, because we were?
eating banks, factories, etc., all that created a stimulation i n ,
somewhat uncertain sympathy for us.
In this way we can say in a somewhat paradoxical way, that

-: dtatoif for Bolshevism was the h u r g w i e press i@elf-for we
? - Gpnrnunist press in the different c o q * ~ + ~; ond the more the boo
it created for us.
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other veG important occurence which brought in a
cture of the world trade union movement. That was
formation, and development of the trade union moveWhile I have been picturing the trade union movessia was not even mentioned. I t is true that
in Russia, but they were so insignificant that
e at all within Russia, and so much less outside
ns which were organized by us in 1905,and
ad been destroyed by the victory of Stolypin
remier). They appeared again in the period of econ1912-13 but were entirely destroyed at the beginning
war period, we see something entirely different. Tobruary revolution, with the appearance of trade unions
especially with the October revolution, there appeared on
so a fourth factor in the world labor movement, one which
call the heart of the revolutionary trade union movement, which,
may be characterized as the "Communist trade union movehich includes the best there is in the unions of the world.
e we gave the characteristics of the three types of the trade
ent, which we marked according to their geographical
Anglo-Saxon, the Latin and the German; but if we will
ical terminology we will have: Trade Unionism, Anarcho,and the Reformist or Social-Democratic trade movements.
re the characteristics of the fourth type of the trade union
t? W e characterized it as "Communist."' But, doesn't that
e trade union movement is the same as the Party movefirst of all Communist by its contents, by its tactics, aims
of struggle, although it officially is not a part of one or
. The party is supposed to have only an ideological leadtrade union movement.
type of the trade union movement, which we may without
call the "Russian type" (to apply to it also a geographical
-1,
is different from the other trade union movements in that it
a purely economic or purely co-operative movement.
ion movement was always a deeply class movement, even
before itself the everyday problems, it would consider
point of view of the general interests of the class struggle.
type of the trade union movement is different from the
rade union movement in that it never had as its aim the
sition from capitalism to socialism. Our movement is difthe anarcho-syndicalist in that it has never been anti-state
.< frm $re metaphysical sense, in the abstract. The Russian trade union
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movement, if it is anti-state, is so only in that sense that it is against
&e bourgeois state. We consider the state from the following point
of .view: What kind of a state is it? Which class does it represent?
Which class does it oppress? And from this concrete, historical point
of view we consider the given, particular state. In other words, for
the fourth type of the trade union movement, the decisive factor in its
attitude toward the state is not the form of the state, but its social
contents.
From this we can see that this type of the trade union movement has
definite principles which differentiates it from all other types of the
trade union movement. We will not dwell upon it in detail. Otherwise we would have to touch the structure of our trade unions and the
work of the trade unions of Russia in the different spheres. We will
take only the more important things which differentiate our trade union
movement from all atl~erforms of trade union organization.
It can be said without exaggeration, that the trade union movement
of the fourth type, that is, the Russian trade union movemeflt, has absorbed all that which makes for strength and revolutionary spirit in
all other separate types of the trade union movement of different countries. Thus, for instance, we have a close similarity to the syndicalists
in the sense of bringing forward the class problem, the revolutionary
struggle and the direct action of one class against the other. But we
also have some points which are similar to those of the reformists of
Germany-in the sense of centralization, in the sense of striving for
the maximum concentration of forces. We have less in common with
the Trade Unionists' movement, although we do agree with them in
the way they conduct their stubborn economic struggle. But the difference between us is that they are concentrating their struggle and
stubborness exclusively on the everyday problem, without passing the
borders of that problem, at a time when we are using these qualities
for wider aims and problen~s.
Thus, we see that a fourth type of the trade union movement has
accepted all that is really revolutionary, which could be taken from the
trade union movement of the world.

The first characteristic of the post-war trade union movement, i s
its stormy growth. I believe there is no historical parallel of such a
rapid development in the trade union movement and also in the labor
organizations in general. We will take a few figures and then we will
consider the reasons for such phenomenal increase. We will take the
figures of 1919 ,and later those of 1920, efc
According to official statistics of 1913, Great Britain had 4,000,000
members, in 1919, after the end of the war, there were 8,8,000,000mem-
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bers. In Germany, in 1913, there were 3,500,000 members, and in ~ g m ,
they had 12,000,ooo members. In the United State& where the changes
were not so stormy as in other countries, in 1913, there were 2,70o,ooo,
and in 1919'5~cxlo,ooa In France the official statistics for I913 shows
~,ooo,ooo, and in I W ~ 2,500,000
,
members of trade unions. Such growth
of membership we have also in the unions of Italy, Belgium, and which
is more cfiitrktcteristic, even in the neutral countries. We see that the
workers joined the trade union organizations in great masses.

What are the reasons for such unprecedented growth? First of all
the uncertainty created in the ranks of the workers right after the end
of the war as to the future. The beginning of demobilization created
before the working class an array of very important problems, and before the wide masses arose the question of how to retain and safeguard
their interests. Individual workers, during the war, felt themselves
somewhat independent, although of course the more conscious part
joined, the unions. But the masses, the millions, did not go to the
, unioqs. .At the end of the war the general uncertainty, the threat of
loss qf'wpr-time gains, created an atmosphere which stimulated the
joining of any organization where they might collectively decide their
problem@:
.
A f ~ rthe
, war, individual workers felt less independent than during
the ~ga-.~Thecolossal world events which they lived through, participants
of whi& they had been, forced them to think matters over.
We" know that the war itself which resulted from the imperialist
contradi&tions, had as one of its main aims the killing of the socialist
movement ,(at least many of the bourgeoisie were of that opinion),
but in fwtd although the first year it seemed did kill all the revolution
that had been in the working class yet-at the end of the war-notwithstanding the colossal blood-letting which they had just lived
through-in the masses had grown up a great discontent that had to
fin$ eoqe ~rganizedexpression. This uncertainty of the tomorrow, the
g e ~ s a Jsocial dissatisfaction, forced the individual workers to seek a
sheiter,,a collective family, called forth the attraction to the trade unions.
The masses went into unions looking for a better life, for better
conditiona.of work, looking for answers to those cursed questions that
were placed before them by the war. In this colossal stream into ,the
unions went class conscious and also less conscious elements: Thaw
who had already found answers to the questions placed before them by
theIw&, and t h ~ s ewho were looking for these answers. The working
class wrtnf to the unions, and that is the most characteristic feature of
the pmt-+ar period.
;
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-';During the war and previously we had

in the trade unions the more
camdaus part of the proletariat; but right after its a d we see haw the
+%
F+
-:
v*&zhrsjoined the unions in masses. This peculiarity of the post-war
. psriod~fthe trade union movement, we should remember in order to
,
undwstaad our tactics of winning the unions, our opposition to the
splits, our desire to win over the organization as a whole, for we con.,
sider the trade union organizations not as a union of privileged, indi, ..
viduals, but as an organization which unites if not the majority,. at
least a great part of the workers of a given industry.
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But, alongside this development of the trade union movement, we
3
.have 'in the post-war period also the development of what we may call
/
"the reformist illusions." The development of these illusions is the i
second peculiarity of the post-war trade union movement. Above, we
ga"e the characteristic of reformism, and we pointed out its special
features, but in the post-war period it seems that the reformists had the
oppdrtunity to. demonstrate the practicability of their ideals and by reforms to show the correctness of their point of view as against the
viewpoint of the revolutionary left wing element of the labor movement How did the development of these reformist illu3ions appear?
What are their peculiar characteristics 3
I
It is known that the end of the war was coincident with revolution
m the Cmtral Powers. The revolution in Germany which is officially
dated '"he 9th of November," has shown that in the moment of the
social impact of the revolutionary collision of the class forces, the only
4
organized forees were the working class and the employers. The- old
military regime, the old structure of Junkers' Germany had fallen apart
under the pressure of military defeats. The insurrection started and
the strongest .organized force was the proletariat ; and, as in Germany,
the specific gravity of the proletariat was much strpger than in other
countries the role of the proletariat in the revolution. could be understood.
J
We can, for instance, 'bring the following examples of the compara- tive importance of the German and the Russian proletariats: In Germany with a population of 65,000,000, the sick-befit societies have i
insured about 22,000,ooo people who are living by wage labor. In Rusi
sia, the maximum number of proletarians of a11 kinds, if we pill mclude also the agricultural proletariat, is only between 8,000,000 and
1
. gIooo,ooo,-and that is to a population of ~~,ooo,ooo. By comparing
these figures the specific gravity of the G e r m proletariat will be sea.
assumption appears; that in this revalution the ermsn
Here
proletaiiat should have played the 1ea.dS-e role; If the Russian gro*
1
letariat in a peasant country, with a s d city popalstion, played sti&
-. .

1

1

1

1
I

a

1

1
1

I

1

;f3

-

WORLDS TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

--

$tinct role, so much more should the German proletariat
h a role. But it did not conduct itself a's it should have
aow this is the real cause of the tragedy of the German-

THECLASSCOLLABORATION
.
the revolution a conference started between the
German trade unions and the employers which
r 15th with an agreement known in history by the name
k c h a f t . This is very difficult to translate from the
eans "class collaboration." Under
organization of employers and workers
1 questions. It was a commission which
dissolution of the German empire had to save
formists themselves considered this agreement of unusual imand, a s it i s natural in the German manner, tried to give it a
ion. A philosophy was created of collaboration
nd political life of the country, philosophy of equal.
workers and employers in, the administration of
hy is one thing and life is quite another: To run
oration is impossible. As long as these collaborative
ave been the political expressions of'the shifting powers
B labor masses, as happened the moment the revolution began,
did they play, from the start, a conservative role.
j e t e ronservative because they selected one moment out of the
d made it permanent, without giving the revoty to develop. And what were the essentials of the
us take the Russian revolution. The course of the
n was the swift changes of the relation of class forces,
e growth of class consciousness going
falling stone, which, the closer it comes
be f a ~ t e rit falls. It was what we may call a rapid movement
se of growing class unity. The growth of these class forces
shifting between the struggling classes, and if we would take
hating point the relation of forces in the first period of the
aEnd will stop at that it will only mean to mark time.
ram of marking time by the reformists was
h a brilliant way that the working class of
to now cannot get out of that "brilliant" situation.
ons received the approval of the emmployers of Rhenish Westphalian proReichardt, explaining at a
that colEaborative agreement .
"If we would not sign this

.
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. lpciuld - collapse; pre 9 . u e c d e d with: tbis
elementary forces -which SUT'Q~S~;.
- wwld bein'$
hQrt.&ry.
a d ?he desttuetiigm of 811 .ot&e." - .
@ti& w e need no desoding of tbese words. What do thebe
meaa from the lips of .a leader as the iemplop~s' organization?
rselves of the sirnib expttdcm h~ tlw-lead~rsd the.
etal syndicates of kussiD just pwviom t~~&~,,Oct&ober
us come to +theneceury condtmion.
.wy-@y,
belief alsa of the employerst'' tbt the- 4radd .%~&B&%&I
.mdthe order, production and ma& of profit, a d the ahuie old
aCitalist system.
:?:%Iut; the lesders of the reformist trade ~ i pavement
w
accepted On
as a victory of the working cksa Of eomse, h comparison with
%batwhich ?hadbeen up dl1 the 9th of Nqvernbef
tho iron fiaZ gf
'Ldenddrf and Hindenburg crushed all ~esristweo t , t h ~workers, W e ,
peihaps, cottld be seen a victory; but in comparibim'pi~those objective parsibilitiw which have been hidden bi ttre : ~ . H 2 5 3 1c
hs,thir
g e ~ f ~ t mwas
i t the king of a certain mnwnt and the
up since
that momeat i $ ~ W
e o r movement as a whde. .
..
- , .g~v*
&~t is lqmwn &at tb German tevolutim started with .a :
t m e n t , thc.&y, which we are demaading at firaeat-ia 811 .obiintri&.
Immediately a.gcymment was created of Social-Denaoerats and Iadc
pendents and't
k b ~ r g e o hparties stepped out.
;,fimcw;this-g~~qqraent 6'governed" so wdl that in a very short
we it turnpi poct *ipwet to the bourgeoisie and at present is ,mly
..'lagaddition to .$hai+rp$# parties.* The reformist trade y~k
and
@itical mov@ents, &fdf.
Q v y expected. that by strengthening itpdf
4th an array 04 r 6 f e i : @ taoutd,,beable to use the organizing aad
iijber torces of t ~ q ~ . b r o t ~ : r p
$d
~a
~ , to
i p raise the political and scwUI&$3~icstructure,of UH Ir,qtpq $9,& ,higher lev&L and then to
c&v step ahtad, &c. .-+pl jo.t&i~?
9,m i p e d .the illusiog,of:(bmm
w e ,union and &ti:& .wym@.
, St iWt6:d the
de@, we will say, in &&
.of @@q&stepq I#
&here of cemomicb-ot the
mr$iip44
.
7
27:J,, .,
.at. he d i t i o l n government.
,
.
.@ I hrppencd, at'* time of
>par (I-)
fn a ,d.'1sciassskm with
@ c t h af &e Cesm~jll~iqts
v d &(E+
cd the Ga-man !%cial--~tma@mb@p~
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tba4 the Social-Democracy of Germany at the beginning of
taken an international' position-what would be
, ,$& wdta from the aational point of view 3 Let's forget for a while
. b . $ ~ a t i a n a lpoint of view. If the war would have begun it would
liquidated very quickly, for against the will of the trade
$
d m would not have been able to conduct the war. There
been no war, and of course, there would have been no
.reaty. This way, from the viewpoint of expedience, your
Lhtemt$mal position would, on one hand have saved millions of lives,
auld exclude the very possibility for Germany of
eaty. "The second example again is taken from the
view.: If, at the time of the Brest Litovsk Peace, the
emocracy, the German trade unions, would have acted
indenburg and Ludendorf, but in a decisive way,
e forcing upon Soviet Russia of a robber's peace,
its government to conclude a really democratic
$dm wsdd have split the whole Allied front, and again, Germany
mot have come to the Versailles Treaty."
the social patriots in the final analysis are the worst enemies of
"batherland" Even from the purely practical point of view, the
of the reformists not only does not give the results which they
for, -but gives just the opposite results, destroying the country
fgductiun and leading the working class into poverty,
-.
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-- -dl@ .attempt to use the reformist tactics we have also in the countries
$W%b Allies, but there it was proceeding on different lines. It is known
lie^ conducted the struggle for "eternal principle," for "eterat least that is what they are always speaking and writing
at kind of an "eternal peace" was achieved? At least the
in the war did receive, in fact, '4eternal peace." Just
the a d of the war with this same "eternal peace" begins a new,
t interesting phase of Allied reformism. The reformist
we already.have mentioned, have been the foundation,
war itself, and it is clear that they were very anxiously
d of it, expecting: "The war will end and we will get
be war came to an end and it was necessary to begin
c peace treaty. When the leaders of the trade unions dared
that they would like to participate in the working out of
they were given to understand that the timk when thdy
e in through the front door had passed; now they can
.'we have already characterized the feelings prevalent in the

.masses.. In the period of two years the reformist ''quadrille?

I

. .

_,

.

I

-B

.

-

p-** t ,

-

-

g,

I

,

6

-WORLD'S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

!

37

, Force

'.

plays the role and this trust of the victors found it necessary to
create an International Labor Bureau whose purpose was to bring about
"justice" between capital and labor.

.
l-

L:

6

i,
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THE WASHINGTON
CONFERENCE
Having before it a great purpose, the International Labor Bureau
. was organized in the following way: In October 1919 a conference was
a l l e d at Washington to which were invited the representatives of trade
Wl~ms,employers' organizations and representatives of governments
:
phich, as it is known, are "neutrals." The bourgeoisie and the re-.-formists
liked very much to talk about the non-class rule of govern7
.@mt,spreading widely the legend of the "neutrality" of government.
.'. .,'En the report of the Amsterdam International there are many pages
:
$elling of victories the Amsterdamers attained at the Washington Conk?
feeenct. These victories consisted in the adoption by the Washington
9 -.
.Conference of a program of social reform, and especially the endorse,-- 'meat of the eight-hour day.
i- - It is interesting that the representatives of the governments neutral
&I the war voted for that program. The organizations of those coun.
t ~ ' &where the eight-hour day was already won by the workers, in-'$isted
that it should be spread ill over; and, of course, they declared
9
"their motives to be humanitarian, as it is well known that these are
the main considerations of the employers and the governments.
.
?'
.
of competition and the price of commodities also played
t
The
& bi 'role at the Conference. There were long discussions with re.
- prgentatives of the Japanese government which tried to prove that
f$p'
has its peculiarities thanks to which the workers there must
5'
'work twelve hours a day. But here the greatest defenders of the eight*.hour day were not' only the representatives of the workers organiza:
tions but also the employers of England and France, which, of course,
>
are not interested in the principle of the eight-hour day but in the
:
question of competition.
1:
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.r.- 'Finally, the program of social reforms has been adopted and as a

T?:

+fettlt of the Washington Conference the Interilational Labor Bureau
created. It is composed of six representatives of the workers, six
- reprwoltatives of the employers' organizations which, we may mention,
a t the Washington Conference also created their international, and
governments: England, France, Czecho-Slohad a "brilliant
have six. The
institution, the choice of the reformists, war
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working class all over the world can now calm
1 Labor Bureau will da for it absolutely everyd of it; stands such an experienced fighter as

.

questions arise in connection with the International Labor
First, why did the bourgeoisie bother itself with such a play-

accumulated in the working class would explode the whole
rgeois capitalist system. Moreover an explosion had already hapened in the East and the Russian revolution represented in itself a
nite fact which they had to consider while marking their strategic

or

such reasons, the bourgeoisie in order to open a few valves, was
illing to go along the road of compromise. This gave to the reforms the possibility to say to the workers; "Now, you see, thanks to aur
tics, they are giving in. We are now able to get that which would
us under other conditions, great sacrifices."
e bourgeoisie was consciously compromising, figuring correctly
it was better to give something than to lose all. They also calated correctly that if they would continue to have the economic and
olitical power in their hands, they would be able to end their comas soon as the masses become calm. We must point out that
e Clemenceau in a very quick manner in a few months put
tk French parliament the eight-hour law in order to show
v~ctoriousFrance is giving something real to the working class
or its colossal losses in the war.
did this reformist activity reflect upon the mass? And why did

effect, mean a new civil war, a new demand 'for expenditure of en, a new and bloody period. This frightened the wide masses, who
lived in hope of getting all promised them during the war, without
colossal sacrifices, to get something real.
11 this taken together created more ~ympathyamong the masses for

t off the iinal moment of
conflict. "Remove this cup from us," prayed the labor reformists,
pointing to Russia, where, together with the revolution, came great
suffering, fighting on all fronts, etc.
These are the causes which led to the developmeht of the refornib$
policies, these are the causes which created the sympathy among the
working massea for those institutions which have been created by the
- liberal bourgmisie together with the leaders of the reformist political
L
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LECTURE NO. 3

The Intemationd Federation of Trade Unions
(The Amsterdam International)
ET us acquaint ourselves with those tendencies which are noticed

L

at the present time in the world's trade union movement. In
order to study the- struggle of factions (tendencies) within the
world's trade union movement we have to consider the existing international trade union organizations and the particularities which differentiate one type of trade unions from the other.
In the world's trade union movement there are the following organizations: "The International Federation of Trade Unions," with headquarters at Amsterdam; twenty-nine international organizations united
according to industry, as for instance, the International Unions of
Metal Workers, Textile, Building Trades, Tailors, Barbers, Cap Makers, etc., which are politically close to the Amsterdam International.
And then there is in existence the Red International of Labor Unions,
with headquarters at Moscow, and thirteen International Propaganda
Committees.
Besides these international units, for which the Amsterdam International and the Red International of Labor Unions unite the international trade union movement horizontally and the international unions
according to industry, the International Propaganda Committees unite
these same workers along vertical lines. Now, besides these, there is
an "International Workingmens' Association." If this were judged by
its name it might be considered something serious. But, in fact, it is
the "International" created by the anarcho-syndicalist groups of France,
Italy and Germany.
In addition to the internationals, which generally embrace all the
factions within the labor movement, there is an attempt to create an
International of Catholic Workers. And this "International" has already had international conferences where questions of interest to
Catholic workers of different countries were discussed.
Here are all the international grotlpings in which are reflected the
divergent political and trade union movements, and which, in one form
or another, represent the existing factions within the international trade
union movement.
We will begin our acquaintance with the Amsterdam International;
in the same order as we mentioned these organizations, we will consider
.r*r
:
-.

. Qbdr power, constitution, tactics and methods for solving those ques-

;<'

-.,.:-.$&BIB

which the internationals contemplate to solve.

International was created after the end of the war. Attempts
conferences were made even during the war, when
~~#&@~HdLland
and Swiss trade unions took upon themselves the initiative.
time they met resistance from the trade unions of the Allied
and therefore the conferences failed to materialize.
ese Conferences, called on the initiative of the neutral trade
held in Berne at the end of 1917. At this gathering the
of the Allied countries were not present, because the
ontinuing. Only after the war was ended did they sucid of the unions of the neutral countries again to call
conference, which was held in February, 1919, also in
and. Very little came out of that conference, but what
es that the main question discussed there was "Who was
the war; Germany or the other countries?'' The reprethe Allied countries felt somewhat like diplomats of
nds," trying to obtain an admission from the representaions of Germany and Austria that "their countries" were
@iti4gfor the war and that they were sorry for the tactics which they
&,-.owd for many years. The Conference did not give any material results.
r":
result was to call an international congress in July, 1919, at
m. This July Congress laid the foundation for the Amster!#-;@%%&B

i'&i7fl Wernational

*:(-+

5.:. 1

FIRST
CONGRESS
OF THE AMSTERDAM
INTERNATIONAL
.
'What problems did this First Congress solve, and what was its speclar
:
- gJamter?
T o get an answer to these questions, it is best to allow the
A@aterdamers to speak for themselves, for nobody will suspect them
5
bf'bcic of love and respect for their own organization.
..&ere we read from the official report of the Amsterdam International
!,.(' - h e n t e d to the Congress of Trade Unions which was held in Rome
April, 1922; this report states as follows: "Although we succeeded
pircreating unity between the representatives of the trade unions of
q e n t countries which not long before had been quarrelling among
selves, the Congrqs did not give full satisfaction. In discussions
qh .&host every point there were contradictions which, during the many
;a
y&r$ Of the war, artificially flared up and these contradictions. came
pq;..Almost every day, during the Congress,
: - at'gharply to the surface.
were new conflicts before we could get a unanimous vote." This
5:.. - *e
Y. .- &*midby the official report. The report was writtten by the Secretary
af89he Amsterdam International who had to soften all that was really
k e : and in reality this characterization of the Amsterdam Congress
:' "- --~-nry mild.
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The First Congress of the Amsterdam International made an impression
of a meeting of vicious and unleashed nationalists, every one of whom
'$rid
to prove that his "fatherland" was "right" during the war, and .
&$tI:-&ciSconduct should, therefore, be approved by the workers of
. ti1,l.tother countries. The representatives from the Allied countries presmbd an ultimatum to the trade unionists of Germany and Austria.
demanding that the latter should in an o f i a l declaration admit that
Germany was guilty for the war and also recognize the injustice shown
by the German trade. unions toward the Belgian proletariat. It can be
'mgined what an impression this made on the German social patriots
who were convinced of the correctness of their own point of view just
as the French were in theirs.
This demand was put in the form of an ultimatum, refusal of which
m u l d prevent the Germans and Austrians being admitted to the International. After long discussions and quarrels, and nationalist contradictions, very sharp in fact but not in form, at last the representatives of the Germans assembled, made a somewhat similar declaration :
'We recognize the guilt of Germany in occuping Belgium, and, as it kk
is now shown, we did miscomprehend the general situation; but this
ined by the fact that the working class has to defend its "fatheras long as it is in danger."
is explanation is very vague, but the problem of the Allied trade
ists was to get, at any cost, an official document of repentance. f
se tactics were used by the trade unionists of the Allies parallel 2.
with the international diplomatic conference where it was demanded of p=,
the German diplomats to admit their guilt. The only difference is that
it was done there without any pretense; there they presented the Ver- gsailfes Treaty and said-"Sign !"
The declaration by Sassenbach, which was a very careful one, brought
forth s storm of protest and resentment from the trade unions of Ger- Y
returned from the Congress, the whole German Fed- f
Unions adopted a resolution in which it stated that
no responsibility for the declaration made by Sassenbach. Thus, -:-$
hand, the.guilt was admitted; .and, on the other hand, officially
ted. The, question was "decided" for the time being.
Even this one episode charaoterizes the composition of the Amsterdam
ational and foretells the possibilities of its future organization.
in fact, the Amsterdam International was consvcted as an inffi begerrtony of the -trade mionists of the Allied counrespect a very curious scene took p h e at the same Amcstcrdsun Congress. The leader of the international trade union movewas Legien ; but the victoiy of the Auks which brought about
ollapse of Germany, brought about the downfall of Legien. Not
was another elected as Chairman, but h g i e n was not even elected
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as Vice-Chirman, although Gemany was foremost in the nurnbu of
organized workers,
The repnsentatives of Austrian trade unions perfectly understood the
political significance of this fact. They understood that the allies of
Germany in the war should also be its allies at Amsterdam, therefore,
the Austrian trade unionists reacted to this with a purely coalitionist
diplomatic solution of the problem. When one of the positions of ViceChairman was offered to the leader of the Austrian unions, Huber, he
refusee It amd made the following statement: "Together with our
German unnrada we suffered until now; together with them we will
suffer fn the future."
These incidents, at the birth of the Amsterdam International, throw
a -curious light not only upon the structure of the International itself.
Thetik'p~tionalisticcontradictions and altercations of that period appeared'also at later times, within the last couple of years, and by this
t i m ,we
~ leading to the dissolution of those organizations which were
suppoked to resurrect the traditions of the pre-war world labor movement,-.
., .
If {wt will take all the decisions of this First Congress, we will find
nothing 08 importance, except, for a few moments where they dealt
with the International Labor Bureau. I t is true there were attempts
to taL slbwt socialization. AS you all know, 1919was a year of budding "~0e.idizatioa" ideas and projects ; but, about that, was more, talk
in November 1920 at the London Congress. At the First Congress the
particiwts were glad of the fact that they succeeded in spite of the
national contradictions in creating the International.
A iuestion arises: If the national contradictions were so great that
they' &dd not be overcome, which is proven by the report of the Congresq &by did they create such an international at all? The reason
for & k.that they had to create an international, otherwise they would
have @st 41 influence over the workers. They had to create this InternaWal at any cost, because, right after the war, even the most
bacbmrd laboring masses demanded some kind of an international org a n h t h n which would prevent or interfere with any repetition ~f the
eventsathey had just been through. The need for it was very great.
Thedore, the nationalistic and patriotic leaders would have been
t h r o w mide if they would have dared to interfere with the formation
of an hhrnational labor organization,
T& cration of the International was dictated, therefore, by the feelings .Q$. self-preservation of the reformist leaders, as well as by an attern& -- o n international scale to influence those institutions which
werd cqcafed as a result of the Versailles Peace,
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$be next Congress was held at London in ~ i v e m b e r1920. I t occupied itself firstly with the Red International of Labor Unions and
then with "socialization," economic questions and financial exchange.
One of the leaders of the international trade union movement, the representative of the French Confederation of Labor, Jouhaux was especially busy with the stabilization of the financial unit. I t was not
by.&ance that this question was proposed by a representative of France;
-France, as it is known, is a country of pawn-brokers, and financid
c(uestions, questions of banking, stock exchanges, etc., are of especial
interest to wide circles of the French bourgeoisie.
But looking over the decisions and resolutions of the London Congress about the stabilization of the monetary unit, we see again that all
these decisions resolve around the axis of the League of Nations and
the institutions which were created by it.
What should be done in order to stabilize the monetary unit? It is
necessary that the League of Nations shall deal with it. That was the
decision of the London Congress. What should be done in order to
start socialization, with which industry should we begin? First of all,
we should approach this very carefully (so carefully that probably nobody can notice it), and after that it is necessary again that the International Labor Bureau of the League of Nations shall take it up. In
short, no mattter what the Amsterdam International would take up or
start-it would begin with the League of Nations and end with it. All
this proves the inherent weakness of the organization of the Amsterdam International and the complete subordination of this organization,
to .the bourgeois institutions which were created as a result of the
world war.
The next Congress of the Amsterdam International was held in Rome
.h,.:&ril 1922. It dealt with the problems of war, reparations, etc.
E31:ei.q.again, we see not one revolutionary decision. At the same time
we' giee that all the aspirations and hopes of the leaders of the Amsterdam International continue to revolve around the .same circle as in
of war has
questions, but not in a chronological way

attitude toward the Versailles,
methods of struggle against
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reaction and against aggressive capitalism, the attitude
m, the fight against war, the attitude towards the Revoluiet Russia, and the problem of the United Front.
e the questions which define the differences between the intrade union organizations.

the Versailles Treaty. We have shown above
of the trade unions from the Allied countries

somewhat of a unit, and the question is not
of it, but who is upholding this
we take it as a whole, of proclamations of guilt ol

up of Central Europe and the hegemony of the Allieg
ect.of the Versailles Treaty. And those representatives
who, in one form or another for certain motives upheld
q,
'separate parts of the treaty, are in a general way upparts of it. We will see this in the problem of reparatioh6
attitude toward that question of the Amsterdam International..
prove as a political fact that the Amsterdam International
patts of it, as its representatives, participated in the draft$ng
held the Versailleis
t present. This is
f the past, but of

'
'

'

tha* the Versailles Treaty is not a child of the Amsterdam

B This International did not create it, but participated
its creation. It participated in the creation of that idedi$
possible for the wide working mas~esto accept &at
The:Amsterdam International was the great machine of mobile
was used to obscure the minds d the
masses of workers in the Allied eom.Treaty was
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,What is the essence of the reparation question? Reparation means
mlacement, The reparation question is the question of replacing the
IGses caused by the war. Who should replace these losses? Of
course, the guilty ones. It seems that those who are guilty in the war
should replace all losses. These were the opinions of the diplomatic
representatives. This was the opinion of Foch and others, this is the
opinion of the leaders of the trade union movement of the Allied countries. And, as Germany and Austria are the guilty ones, they should
replace the losses caused by the war; they should rebuild areas, in
short, they should bring Europe back to the pre-war conditions.
Even at the First Congress of the Amsterdam International in one of
the resolutions was pointed out the justification of the reparations and
the necessity of paying them. That the Germans have to pay, is stated
in almost every resolution which was ever adopted by the Amsterdamers. They meet at Amsterdam in order to create an International, and
aecide : The Germans have to pay; and in London, again : The Germans
have to pay; and in Rome, again-the same thing. No matter how
many times their Bureau met, every time when they approached the
question of the conflict between France and Germany, this problem
which fkeeps Europe on a volcano, they always come to the coaclusion
that "Recognizing the necessity by Germany to cover the losses, never'theless, excessive force should not be used, the problem should be
turned over to the League of Nations." etc., etc,
Thus, in the question of reparations, the Amsterdam International
"took a purely Allied position. They forced upon the Germans not only
at' theoretical admission of the necessity of paying the reparations, but
a130 demanded practical steps of pressure upon their Government in
order to bring about the regular payment of the required sums. It is
known that even up till now the question of reparations is not settled.
The covering of all losses would mean the payment by the Germans of
hundreds of milliards in gold, which is more than the financial and
economic resources can permit.
To illustrate what these sums inean I will give one example. One
German economist took the expenditures of the 'war for Germany alone
and calculated bow much would be required in order to turn Germany
into a flowering garden. in the sense that the next generation would
have to work only four hours; and he came to the conclusion that if
Germany would spend only half of the money: which it spent on the
war, for peaceful canstruction she would be able to make not only
Germany but all Central Europe a garden.
At the time of sigriing the Versailles w t y they were talking about
qoo billion marks in gold. But this figtlre'was so fantastic that they
had to reduce it gradually until, ia May I ~ I it, was brought down to
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..@d marks. In this manner the final sum of reparations,
I

kinds of deliveries and economic concessions, was brqttght
" s d " but, in fact, gigantic contribution.
ers of the Amsterdam International been doing
se colossal demands were being drawn, demanding
re than she could ever pay? Considering the questhey always brought forward the idea that it is, of
o pay, in a somewhat decent manner, through the
respecting all the "rights" and jurisdictional forms.
mers never went' further than the phraseology of

to this sore and vital question of present day interto the question which is now dividing the whole
about conflicts between countries, bringing about the
of all Central Europe, to this question the Amsterdam
approached and is still approaching from the Allied point
is demanding that the German workers shall rebuild all
troyed by German imperialism. At the same time the
rs perfectly knew that reparations means for the Germans
~ndavementof the German workers and worsening the cona# th working masses of Germany.
this question we can understand the position that this
has in the present day struggle of the working class. I
more, if all the literature about the Amsterdam Internationsf
mppear, or we might say, would burn up, the future historian
or two hundred years later would be able to judge the posie Amsterdam International in this epoch of dissolution of
,which we are living through, by its resolution on reparations.
OF DISARMAMENT
THE PROBLEM

is the problem of disarmament. It is known that
ted for the sake of destroying "Militarism." The
ent leaders of Europe and America promised that as soon as
m would be broken, they would begin disarmament,
Id be relieved of all those military obligations which
after the war, This myth about disarmament and
rmament under capitalist society was spread by
s. The role of the reformists during the war was
e all dishonorable motives which the bourgeoisie of every
that with the victory of the Allies came the time for dis-

The reformist leaders of the trade union and socialist
which for a couple of years had been repeating the pacifist

.

ideas of disarmament, began at the end of the war to ts)lg.j
But nothing came out of all the talk.
At the end of the war the leaders of international politics
&ply deny the idea of disarmament, they are not so
to use to the limit the specific pacifist feeling created in
the reformists. The idea of disarmament was not
mittee was created by the League of Nations, whic
meets and talks over the usefulness of disarmament.
mittee comes representatives of the Amsterdam
:prove to the representatives of the governments
armament, painting those brilliant perspectives
after disarmament is accomplished.
It is characteristic of all parts of the Amsterdam Inter
rlso for the International itself that in the question of
their practical proposals never went beyond the borders of tfi
of Nations.
When we see that every day armaments are grow
competition between the former Allies is sharpening, that no
the line of land or sea forces, but also in the air service,
done in preparation for a new war, to appear at such a
the Commission on Disarmament for the League of Nation
posals for disarmament is just the same as to preach to
usefulness of vegetarianism. How can we explain such a po
With personal lack of comprehension?
We are very little interested in the political fooli
that political leader. After all there is no lack of fools in
But, to our regret, in this pacifist ideology of disarming t
League of Nations, which is itself a tool of armed-to-the-tee
ialism, this certainly proves that there is an influence of the b
over the working class. In this ideology are reflected
and expectations of a certain part of the proletariat: So
the future war; dodging the class struggle wit
revolutionary force and without those sufferings
revolution is usually accompanied.
All this is a reflection of the dim pacifist hop
working class, and it is the fault of the leaders
ternational that instead of destroying these danger
in the masses, they were preaching them, giving the
armament, not a revolutionary class character, but a
pacifist one.
For everyone who even slightly understands the existing
it is clear that it is impossible to have a voluntary disarmame
is possible only to force disarmament. There are two ways
this last.
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the one that was accomplished after
reaty when the French and British disarmed the Gers an imperialist disarmament, which is the disarming by

rime of the leaders of the Amsterdam International is
the question of disarmament to
of Nations, but also that they approached the question of
arming purely from the bourgeois point of view.
according to its purpose, forms, and methods it is in entire
e way we approach that problem. The hope of disthe League of Nations by solving problems of intern, all that is pure nonsense which proves the political
ess of the leaders of the reformist trade union movement.
ssion on' disarmament took place not long ago in the
t. The question was raised by the representative of
MacDonald, (present Premier of Britain) who is
means of saving the British Empire by way of disarmar Baldwin answered him literally as follows: "At present
po question of disarmament. In the character and instincts
ere is a striving to fight, it is the instinct of a tiger and
instinct was given to man in order that by way of struggle
ring about millenium to his own people." Thus the old
formula-"A man is a wolf to a man," as we Russians say,

with the whole
o avoid war, how to fight against it?
adopted concerning this question by
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neutkl people, and by that to create that higher institution
, ,. whieh dl1 .be able to bring about harmony between contradictions and
+ '- 4m b t r o y the military aspirations of separate couqtries.
,:,.t-..r :<Theati-war tactics of the Amsterdam International are character?f-<.;&@dvery well by the international peace congress which was called by
Ei$'it. br December, 1922, at the Hague. T o this congress were invited also
. -:gepresentatives of the Russian trade unions in order to discuss together
the danger of war and methods of fighting against it.
.P ; First of all, this congress was peculiar by its social composition. At
z this -Congress, besides the representatives of Amsterdam, .the Second
and the Second-and-a-Half Internationals, all Internationals, and Secret
tariats of Industries, there were also representatives of all kinds of
i
"acifist
societies which appeared after the war. The bourgeois pacifists
are "pacifists" in time of peace, which is not very difficult. But in time
of war a great majority of them were with their governments; they
were setting one nation upon another, preaching endurance and patience
snd fight to a finish.
At the Hague there were also such organizations as "For the League
of Nationsyy-"The League for the Rights of Man and Citizen"--"The
Society for Bringing About Friendly Relations Between Churches": "The Union of Christian Socialists," and many other similar societies
: and unions, in short "Of every animal, a pair." And we, the representatives of the Russian trade unions, found ourselves in this mixed society.
At this Congress there was talk about the necessity to conduct propaganda and to bring up the youth against war by way of lectures, movies,
etc. I m,a lover of movies, and have nothing against them, but when
delegates from all countries meet for the sake of fighting against war,
just prior to the occupancy of the Ruhr, and stalk about the movies, the
education of the youth as a separate activity in this problem, it is clear
&at there is something wrong with the struggle against war.
All the ,resolutions adopted in this connection had for their purpose
to satisfy everybody. As long as six hundred people came together,
; all peaceful and in a benign mood, as the Germans would say gemutlicl&
,
why should any one of them be angered? As a result, resolutions were
worked out for all tastes. Of course to satisfy Russians' is very difficult,
and we brought into this peaceful idyl a plain disharmony, but this was
only because we have a bad, Bolshevik temper ancl it is most difficult
, .
to satisfy us.
In this resolution, which was adopted mainly hi.order that they should
.
be able to digest their food afier the Congress as well as before, besides
their reliance upon the League of 3?ationa which was supposed to arrange everything, there is also a threat-nd this was a debatable question-a threat that in case of the danger of war all the organizations
. should proclaim a general. strike.
.,
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5" When we read the resolution and came to this point we said: "Why
all the waste of words; if you are promising a strike in the distant
future, let us1 better make it in the present; as long as you are ready
to organize a strike, in view of the threatened occupation of the Ruhr,
let us start the strike the 15th of January (we were debating that question on the 17th of December), and by that action we will surely prevent the occupation of the Ruht, as the French imperialists and allies
of France will see that the workers of all countries represent quite a

Our proposal about a strike 'not distant in time or place, but right
there and on the 15th of January, brought great excitement, for it is
quite one thing to talk about a strike in general, and quite another to
talk about one in the concrete-these are two entirely difierent things,
and our resolution was, of course, not adopted.
Our other proposals, it is true not of the moving-picture character,
as for instance to conduct an anti-militaristic agitation among the
white and colored soldiers, were not only rejected but brought forth
objection from the Chairman of the Co~gressand the Chairman of
the Amsterdam International, the famous hero of "Black Friday,"
J. H. Thomas, who said, "It is not fitting for us to agitate among the
soldiers." Of course, if it isn't fit, then, only the moving picturesbourgeois atithat-are left. If it is not acceptable to conduct the class
strugglq then nothing else can be imagined but the pacifist resolutions.
I will not go into details about the work of this peculiar-in-all-respects
Congras, All the Amsterdam congresses are like the heroines of
Gogol: ''pleasant in all respects," or "just pleasant." This Congress
was "pStaant in all respects," and mainly because it satisfied absolutely
everybody, except, of course, the Russians.
I t is necessary to say that even on the question of strikes, in their
drafting, on the question of educating the youth, there were also curiosities. One of the bourgeois pacifists who did not understand that a
threat of strike was inserted in the resolution merely for the gallery(that is, for the workers-"You see what kind of revolutionists we are*')
-tried 'to prove that the strike is, of course, a good thing, but first it
is necessary to educate the youth and the children to an understanding
of it. After all, this declaration of the bourgeois pacifist does not contradict the general spirit of the decisions of the Hague Congress.
This was a typical bourgeois pacifist convention and although there
were many present as representatives of labor, in its character it was
a bourgeois pacifist meeting. Its fundamental desire was to destroy
war without touching capitalist society, it tried to interfere with war
not by wry of the class struggle, but through the League of Nations;
it tried to interfere with war by creating a bourgeois pacifist bloc; refusing a united front with us, the Communists.
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scared by,my formula presented to them: "If you want peace,
class war," the delegates grumbled : "We came to the Congress

'.-.P

bor peace, and the Russian delegates propose to us that we
duct a class war." And this was said by the so-called leaders
---.
,z:'>, GB @c labor movement. For them there was no difference between a
gin:-pin md a class war. All the ideology of the leaders of the Amsterdam
,?
-., ::'
.- 4atemational plainly showed itself at this Congress ; here fraternized
i .;. the pacifist bourgeoisie with the right wing of the labor movement. I t
:,
is clear that bourgeois pacifists invited to the Congress would not vote
for a resolution against capitalist society.
The Congress had for its purpose the collection of all pacifism there
- was in the world's labor movement and among the more advanced
bourgeoisie, and to tell to the governments of the world:" "You see
what power we represent! If you will dare again to fling humanity
into war, we are ready, even for a strike!" Later on we found out
indirectly that when the leaders of the Amsterdam Internation were
discussing a strike, among themselves, they laughed at it. They considered it a necessary ornament: It doesn't look good to pass a resolution just about moving pictures, it was necessary to mention a strike
so that the workers could see that there was a will to fight.
Thus, instead of demonstrating force, weakness was demonstrated.
When, at the Congress, we proposed to the Amsterdamers a United
Front, the reporter of the Political Committee, the leader of the Holland
Social-Democracy, Troelstra, said, "We will agree to a United Front
with the Communists only after' they pass a quarantine." But with the
baurgeois pacifists they did agree on a united front without a quaranthe. But which will keep the other in quarantine is to be seen.
I think that from this characterization of the attitude of the Amster&m International to the Versailles Treaty, to the problem of disarmament,. to the question of fighting against war, can already be made a
logical conclusion as to what the Amsterdam International represented
ist ibdf, men if we did not know how it might conduct itself in other.
cases and on other questions.
TBE AO~RESSION
OF CAPITAL
I have s l r a d y pointed out that the end of the war was coincident
with the devefopm'ent of the reformist illusions, If we would try to
ascertain the rel;2tions between the growth of unrest among the workers, the growth of the reformist illusions, and the compromises along
reformist lines by the bourgeoisie, we will find that they are very closely
related. But if we will &Ire the last years we will see that the socialreformism almost reached the peak in about the middle of 1920. I
said "almost" for, in fact, they did not reach anywhere, because we
catmot consider as an attainment the cra?ion ~f the International Labor
Bureau, participation in'.the G W t t e e s , ' the adoption by the Washington Conference of the Labor Pmgram,
4
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At the beginning of 1g2i, ih the world labor movement doubts arose
in connection with the new economic orientation. The years of growth
of the labor movement we can consider from about the end of I ~ I $
during the whole of 1919 and to about the middle of 1920,; marked on
one hand, by the stormy growth of the trade union movement, and on
the other, the retreat of the bourgeoisie in the sphere of social reforms :
The establishment of the eight-hour .day, the increase of talk about
rrocialization, the creation in many countries of committees for socialization, etc.
From the middle'af I-,
Begins the new turn in economics, and the
crucial point is &
eh&
dtcrisis in international trade and in production. It b e g i q w May,in Japan, spreads to America and together with
the falling of wh*&e
prices, did not only stop the retreat of the
bourgeoisie, butr&e bourgeoisie began to advance. This advance of
capital continued &rough 1920, 1921 and 1922 and has not stopped yet
in 1923.
The a d v a n ~ ~ n orcapital
f
begins together with the economic crisis.
this advance of capital, and how did the intert react to it? The purpose of the advance of
cost of production as the world market began
ion increased. There was a surplus of eommdities, wh&&:~i-thoughneeded by the masses, could not be bought.
t of high prices. This caused the employers to force
production in order to place cheaper goods on the
..~ecessaryto find the line of least resistance, and this
.be labor-power. Not by perfecting the technique of
increasing the volume of production, but by forcing
down'the Mee of. labor-power, by taking away all that was granted
labor socially, b3f: "explaining" the eight hour day, by cutting down the
wages, by tak* away gains-here is the line along which the advance
d capital goes;
I mention one,instance in order to show the volume of this advance.
The official statbtics of the reduction of wages in 1921 affected 7,ooo,m
workers in E n g b d ; during the whole year of 1921, the workers lost
in wage reductips five million pounds sterling per week. In 1922 the
workers lost in wages six million pounds sterling per week. If we take
both years together the loss in wages will reach the colossal sum of
two and three quarters billions of dollars ($2,75o,ooo,ooo). This great
cut in wages, fs of real significance for these billions which were cut
from wages laMered production costs and permitted competition on the
world market.
g,
$< aa THE AMSTERDAM
INTERNATIONAL
AGAINSTTHE
THE ''+.CAPITALIST
ADVANCE
Now, what. bid the ~rnsterdamInternational as an organization do
in order to flgbt against the capitalist advance? First of all, in the
'
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present eco~)miCstruggle, trade union lines are too narrow; the strug&gobeyond national borders and that is why the Internationd
, to mtermationalize the struggle itself. We find ourselves in
such a phase of the development of society, in which only on the
international scale is it possible to attain a victory even in the purely
economic sphere. Even in the question of wages, the international
market regulates the price. And from the Amsterdam International
there was during all the time of capitalist advance not even one act of
international character, no international action, no international.demonstration which would place the International against advancing capital
as a unit. There were only isolated actions, separate economic strikes,
separate conflicts in separate countries.
This characteristic of the Amsterdam International and its organizations is not only in the prevalence of nationalism over internationalism, but also in the prevalence of .craft over industrial and
class interests within the boundaries of the one nation. This is especially clear from the labor struggle in England. At the time of the
famous miners' strike at the beginning of 1921, after the strike lasted
for thirteen weeks they were left alone, isolated. And such organizations as the union of railway and transport workers, which had been
with them in the Triple Alliance did not aid them. And the day on
which these unions refused to aid the miners went down in history as
"Black Friday."
In 1922, there was a great struggle; the lockout of the British metal
workers. A few hundred thousand metal workers (36 unions) were
drawn into the struggle. Did the other unions help the metal workers?
No! And the metal workers of other countries did not help either.
Separate regiments on separate f r ~ n t sare conducting the fight, and
not only do they get no help from the International, but they are defeated by the lack of aid from the workers of their own territory.
The tactics of the Amsterdam International, that is, the prevalence
of the crqft over the class, the prevalence of national over international
interests, brings about the defeat of the separate parts of this International in the struggle against perfectly organized capital.
I know very well the activities of the Amsterdam internzti&al during
this period and may, entirely objectively considering its activity, state
that nothing was done; and this lack of action on an international scale
is the main characteristic of the Amsterdam International. If not in
principle, at least in practice, for this International based on national
organizations every one of which defends the interests of its bourgeois
state, such an International naturally is unable to fight And during the
whole period of capitalist advance we did not see a united struggle, we
did not see even a serious attempt of economic aid to assist one or the
other sectors of the social front.
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INTERNATIONAL
IN THE FIGHT
AGAINSTFASCISM

-.will now take up the very important question of Fascism.
It is the last word of imperialist reaction
nd post-war impoverished middle classes of
employes and intellectuals (what Americans call "the
class"), who expect, in the fight against the social revoluback their pre-war welfare.
.is a reaction, the characteristic of which is contained in that
mong all the workers, at least a part
er with them it may destroy the organizacenters of the revolution.
f all, we should remark that Fascism has learned much from
ution, and as the +mostoutstanding exponent of revolution is
am, so Fascism borrowed something also from Bolshevism.
it borrow from Bolshevism? First of all, the forceful me&of democratic legal forms ; thirdly,
e understanding that in order to gain
estroy the organizational centers of the
foundations. Thus, the methods of Boland Fascism have some similarity and on this external similding by using the parallel of Lenin and Musanti-democratic "reaction," as they express it.
between Bolshevism and Fascism, these
? The difference between them is
e have the use of all the revolutioninst the working class, in order to
prevent the social revolution; and, on
tion of revolutionary, forceful methsistance of the bourgeoisie, for the fight
m in order to destroy it and the system
ciety. And it is clear that not the external appearance exor another social movement, but its social character. And
ute social contradiction between Fascism and Bolshevism
e most fierce enemies of each other, and places before
s, which is trying to solve its class problems, the quesof struggle against reaction, in general, and of Fascist
teristic of Fascism is contained in
itself, or, better to say, is reflecting
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the disillusion of the middle classes, and, on the other hand, is t
to penetrate the labor organizations. There is one more pecul
about Fascism: it is the mobilization of active workers from the
ers' organizations, and especially from the leadewof the left for action
against the labor movement. We should not forget that Mussolini himself, during the year 1914, was a member of the left wing of the Socialist Party, was the editor of Avonti, that, among his cabinet members and comrades there are former leaders of the anarcho-syndicalist
movement. I t is natural that these elements who came from the school
of labor organizations, know the weak points of these organizations
and are able to hit these spots very hard.
One Italian writer has called Fascism "the preventative counterrevolution" as a means to avoid a revolution. The Fascist movement
which at present is embracing the whole world, especially demonstrated
itself in Italy. Fascism is at present a very important social occurrence,
which needs very careful study. But this is not in the scope of my
discourse. At present we are interested in the question as to the attitude of the Amsterdam International and its component parts toward
the Fascist danger.
.. fi
First of all, we must point out that the Amsterdam International in
its different sections did not understand the social significance of Fascism. In those very rare resolutions which they adopted on that ques'
tion they considered Fascism as a simple reaction. But if Fascism is
a simple reaction, then why don't we talk about Fascism in Hungary,
where the reaction is not less than in Italy? Why don't we talk about
Fascism in France, where we have such representatives of reaction as
Poincare ?
I t is apparent that the character of a Fascist regime demands a more
clear description. This reaction is a specific one, and specific methods
should be used En the fight against it. Fascism not only tries to base
itself on some sections of the working class, but is also trying to create
its own Fascist labor organizations, and this does represent a greater
danger. In Italy has been created a confederation of Fascist trade
unions which is trying to capture the whole labor movement. I t is
natural, therefore, that the struggle against Fascism, besides the usual
methods of struggle against reaction, must bear a special character fitted
to this special form of reaction.
.:A
The first to raise the alarm of the necessity of the struggle against
Fascism were the Comintern and Profintern. Directly after the upsetting which took place in Italy, we approached the Second, the Secondand-a-Half Internationals, and the Amsterdam International with proposals to begin a united fight against Fascism. Our proposals were
rejected and the Amsterdam International as well as the international
political organizations assumed the responsibility separately to fight
against the Fascist reaction. And what did their fight consist o f ?
A

:A

If we will look over all the literature. of the Amsterdam International
and its affiliated organizations .we will not find even a serious analysis
: of Fascism. We will find separate articles against Fascist reaction, but
; we will not find even an attempt tje~concentrate upon that social phenomenon which began to spread all over the world, not even one attempt
ical analysis or to bring about a general line
;
.

is hs3~cthingmote serious than that just mentioned,
a

f the Amsterdam International in the question
afiy activity and not only gave no instructions
@boutthe methods of struggle against Fascism,
a which were affiliated to it in this question
QB, Here, again, we have to turn to Italy with
&very.timewhen we talk about Fascism, as we
when we talk about Bolshevism.
ly, at once showed itself in the presng all lines, beginning with lowering
-day, etc. In order to attain all this
labor organizations, taking away from
ing the trade unions, capturing the
e more active leaders.
isb 'figured that' the more revolutionists were
the labor organizations would be hit, so much
the future victory of the revolution The revol~ y e dby destroying He revolutionists, but it can
We know that after the Paris Commune when
in the bloody week between the 20th and 27th
30,000 workers, it reflected on the labor movee blood letting which took place in the first years
lution, reflected on the tempo of development and
ry organizations themselves and the revolutionary

.

of the more revolutionary elements, of course, canrevolution, for the revolution is brought
s, and instead of one set of leaders, others
more difficult for the revolution, to make
s Fascism with its methods may do.
sm, which it is striving for, and from
I have s~i&@k& the nfonniats like to align Bolshevism and Fascism,
m,
but democracy!"
and then to e x c l h : 6 4 N ~ ' F a ~ ~noi ~Bolshevism,
It seemed that 1116th&e Fascist csrsp and the domination of the Fascist fist in Italp #hotd y were the democratic forms of government
destroyed but also the labor organizations were razed to the ground
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I t seemed that here a, specially hostile'
have been taltcn.
last year's devdopment of ths
the most militant element against
the reformists had a very strange
Fascism, beginning with the seekbring about a modus vivmdl
'lptwen. the Fascist leaders and the leaders of the trade unions. III
this respect the rapprochement between Mussolini and the leaders of,
the Italian Confederation of Labor is very interesting. Of course,
in the fact of rapprochement itself there was nothing wrong. The re-,
~glutionaryworkers of Russia in their time had been talking with the
Mshibuzuks-Governors General. But what took place before they
s.@rted those parleys with Mwsolini proves that these parleys were not
parleys between representatives of different classes sent to find the weak
W t s of the wemy, or iri these parleys to defend a certain position.
These parleys took place for the sake of adopting common lines of.
action, of collaboration.
That this was so is proven by the declaration of Mussolini, made in
one of his last speeches, that he was always very friendly to the working
class, that he was willing to do most evetything, and that he would
like to have the representatives of the trade unions to participate in the
m r n m e n t , that he was ready to give them very important portfolios.
:Such declaration it s e a s should have brought forth a storm of pro-,
test. from the representative9 of the trade unions sitring in parliament,:
but it was not the case. When vote war taken in the parliarneat on
oae of the proposals of Mussolini, D'Aragona who was forced to vote
against it, stated:" I wish to explain that I am voting against the gov-emment as a member of the Socialist Party, and not as a represen@-tive of the Confederation of Labor."
If we will consider the whole situation, the colossal Faam@preqsure
on the working class, and also the fact that the Confederaition of L i h r
i
busy with expelling Communist local unions instead of fighting agaiaat'
Fascism-the ebaraeter of this flirtation between the Fascists and therrfo~nristswill be lutderstood, This political flirtation is not of a!purely
f tiIdain character. Something similar to it is a1so tmtkcabte .in Gdma
f a e r e the Social Dmocrwy and the leadem o
sider Comntu1ism as o morevdangeratas enemy
a time when the Cskunttnigt
O$ Fwcism in Gewb;pi
ah~littthe danger of Camatmi
"No Fascism, no C o m m m h . - h k T
~ Q not
W .inany way omwe w m .
Fwcist government were h e fhrd:.
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Bbta, while, although the Soviet government has ban
@ & ~ r s ; t h tfatter country has not recornized it.
differences between Fadarn md refomism:
e the necessity of savirYg'oapEhl1~rations, olnd
t is a qvestiqn of secmrfrtv imgwtaace &at
L one and the same. & Jaag'as we have @
errpitalist system, all that is against this sybtem,,
gystem--and Cornmunisn srwkelp- &oes play an
gerous and a bitter war against it should be
e notice during the whole history
ers of the Social-Democracy are
Mupsolini. Out of the entrails
are being selected separate groups
he moment of very sharp social conThus, in the reformist trade unions
d special groups of backivard worko rely in its fight against the social
Amsterdam International or its separate sections make any
oppose this tendnecy? Was there any attempt from the
International or its sections to crush this embryonic Fasown ranks? Or to crush Fascism outside its ranks? An
rmal desire was there but no action could be found in the
am International. It could not be found
msterdam International built its tactics, not on revolution
not on conflict but on collaboration, not on war of the
peace between the classes.
is the so-called social philosophy of the Amsterdam International
TERNATIONAL AND THE

RUSSIANREVOLUTION

natural that as long as the base of the philosophy of the Am1 lays in its refusal of relations with the revolution,
that the working class can only lose by revolution,
to prevent the revolution. It looks with suspicion
evolutions that are accomplished facts, We notice
dam Iritcrnational, in its petty inimical attitub
3he Rassian revolution, especially from the moment the Rusdan
inly Bolshevik character. We have to mention,
parts of the Amsterdam International, at the morevolution, accepted the upheaval in Russia with
the moment the' Russian revolution tL'bok

.
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a i ~ . : ~ t & echaracter,
r.,
we notice a very strong inimical attitude to
*:B&wism,
to Communism, in short to everything connected wi
;'?.r: :. Me
Russian Revolution.
. . _.
Were we must note a few moments which are very peculiar in
.:titude of the Amsterdam International toward the Russian rev
J already said that the Amsterdam International is
sharply against all our conceptions, I t is against the
.the proletariat, for it prefers the dictatorship of the bo
every time the Russian revolution was passing through a crisis th
Amsterdam International attempted to defend the Russian r
. Here we have the inner eontradiction. This contradiction
.clearly, especially after the crushing of the Hungarian rev01
at the moment of the Polish offensive against Soviet Russia.
All the organizations which are affi.1iated with the Am
national, as well as the International itself, could not find
to stigmatize the Hungarian revolution which broitght
Europe the "barbarian, ,Asiatic, Bolshevik "methods.
reaction of Horthy conquered, then the Amsterdam Int
out in defense of the Hungarian workers,. in defense of
being destroyed. I t would seem more logical to supp
workers at the time they were in power, which is the most proper
for support, and not when tens of thousands have been killed,
hundreds of thousands have been exiled.
Why did the Amsterdam International come out in defense after the
-destruction of the revolution in Hungary? Because it had to show this
face to the workers who had been members of its own unions. It had
to show that it is fighting against reaction, that it is defending theworkers of other countries. By this stand it almost said the following:
"Although the Hungarian workers have been mistaken, we must defend
them," Thus, the Amsterdam International was compelled to take the.
position of defending the workers of this or another country by the'
pressure from below, by its efforts to keep the masses under its influence, which would leave it if it showed no external phase of activity.
As far as the relations between the Amsterdam International and
Soviet Russia are concerned, there are many cases where its leaders,'
came out openly and sharply against Bolshevik Russia, against the Comintern, e t ~ . Why, then, did the Amsterdamers suddenly remember in
.
the time of the Polish offensive ,against Soviet Russia, that Soviet,,
Russia is the land of victorious revolution?
The more extreme reformists insisted that Czarism and Bolshevism
-.
is one and the same thing, and at the same time they were crying for
the saving of the revolution. . W k t is the use of saving it, when therc
is no revolution, when it is already d a d ? But this contradiction could
be found in the whole of international reformism. Thi6 theory of theirs
,
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ir political two-facedness, because their conduct d a r -not
with their opinions. If you think that Czarism and Bolrhc ''7
ne and the same thing, you should call for the overthrow of
This is logical. But such a call is impossible, because
these reformist organizations are full of workers who are
y in sympathy with Russia. There was an attempt to help
ssia, even to attempt a boycott against Poland, and there was
or less aid in the time of the famine, all on the background of
ting the revolution.
a whole reformist labor movement finds itself in this contradiction.
hlly clearly did it show itself at the Hamburg Congress of the
d and Second-and-a-Half Internationals. There, as a reporter
the situation in Russia, was the Menshevik, Abramovitch, who
abroad in order to "represent in all cases the Russian proletariat."
afted such a resolution which even the more extreme reformists
representatives of the British Labor Party, could not stomach.
re discussing that question for a long time and although Abramell upon the bosom of his reformist friends with tales concern1 the sufferings the Mensheviks went through in Russia, these
friends refused to fall upon the Bolsheviks, but instead fell
movitch. How could this be explained in the reformist Conwas because the Bolshevik is a revolutionist who has overe bourgeoisie, and therefore the western European workers
ot understand how could the attitude toward Russia be hostile.
ust remark that in this inability to understand there is a great
of patriotism. A reformist cannot understand how one cduld
t against his "fatherland." A good government or: a bad one,
my government! Looking from the patriotic standpoint he
understand how the Russian "Social Revolutionists" war against
The British, German or French reformists may make a bloc
s "black hundreds," but how can one come to an understanding
a f o r e i e f o e against his own "fatherland?" This a worker with
&&mist and patriotic sentiments could not understand.
4 f we will take all that into consideration we will be able to underd why the Menshevik attempt in Hamburg did not meet with
resolution of Abramovitch, although revised a couple
could not gain the approval of the majority of the delegates,
ially the British voted against it.
us we see that the attitude of the Amsterdam International toward
volution was always two-faced. At a time of danger to
the Amsterdam International in its appeal would use
hases to show that the downfall of the revolution would
ot only on the territory of Russia but all over the

.
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This eonseiousness that the fall of Soviet Russia would be a victory
e . d hfar Rnrsian, but for world reaction, is so strongly in the minds
Wd3%mtqmaaand American workers that even the most reactionary
~9 cannot work against this cla6s instinct of the wide working
smssw. From this arises that contradiction which finds its expression
.&a..the instability and vacillation of the Amsterdam International in
kdafjons to Soviet Russia. Attack upon Swiet Rus~iawhen there
-is no external danger, enforced aid when there is such danger-thus
there are two steps made forward and three backward. These contmdictbns are a result of the contradictory composition of the Amsterdam ,International itself, from dim sympathies for us from the
masses to definite antagonism to us from the leaders.

From all the above we may reach a conclusion as to the attitude of
the Amsterdam International and all reformist organizations to the
tactics of a United Front. What is the origin of the United Front .idea?
What is the attitude of the reformist wing of the labor movement to
&e United Front ?
The .idea of the United Front appears at the same time when .the
tide of the revolutionary wave began to ebb. We must admit that in
the first period of the October revolution we, the Russian Communistr;
over-estimated the tempo of the development of the world revolution.
It seemed that after our revolution, revolutions would at once follow
ia other countries. Some expected it in a few weeks, others 'in months,
.ad in general this expectation of a rapid conclusion, a rapid development of events, surely made an impression on all our tactics.
The tactics of a revolutionary party are decided, not by abstract prin.
ciples, but by calculating the real situation, and the relations of forces
in the struggle. In order to select a line df action for the next period,
that is, to map out the strategic plans for action, we have to calculate
.
surroundings, the relation of forces, the power of .raJstance of our
. the
enemy, the degree of our organization, to calculate the assets of all
the fighting forces, to study the social typogwhy of the area. And
,
\our area is quite a big one. It takes in the whole world. And only
1
d l this taken together decides our line of action. With a rapid devdw e n t of events our course would lie one line-of action, with a slower
' ; development, a second line, although we haw before us one and the
, urme problem.
'
__ - What are the characteristics of the first two years after the October
zk.
. . ' period. Let us remember #he developmat of events in Gemipny and
+tBose stfeet battles which took !place there while there was no powerful
%- C-tmmtinist Party in rexirtmce, not even s t r q Commclnist local orga&athns.
The first period was ehmctcdzcd by frontal attacks;
'
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they were driven back A new period began and new groupings of
forces, marked by apathy in the working masses, The bourgeoisie began to advance against the working class, taking away its elementary
gains. IQ connection with this period, a problem arose before the
Comintern of adopting such a line of action as would unite the masses
in resistance to the aggression of capital and to stop its advance, and
later on, from this form of struggle to take the aggressive
The situation of the world labor movement in 1921, was somewhat
more difficult than in 1919, directly after the end of the war. The
spontaneous movement began to slacken. The high waves of the revolution which frightened the bourgeoisie were not strong enough to
crush this Colossus. A new period begins, and to this period we had
to adapt our tactics, the tactics of the United Front, which has for its
purpose under the changed conditions, to unite the wide masses and
draw them into the way of revolutionary struggle against the capitalist
system.
What is the essence of the United Front? We can explain it in the
following way. The Communists are calling upon the non-party workers, the Catholic labor unions, the reformists, in short on all the workers without regard to their political or other affiliation. And we say:
"We disagree with you on many fundamental questions. We are for
the dictatorship of the proletariat; you are against it. We are for revolution; you are for class collaboration, etc. But we do agree with
you that it is necessary to save the eight-hour day, that it is necessary
to bring up wages to the increasing cost of living, that it is necessary
to retain the social gains we have already obtained. Let us lead all
the workers into the struggle according to your program, and not ours.
Let us create together a United Front according to your own program.
Our program does not end with merely economic demands and the
demand of the fight against the danger of war. Our program is much
wider than that. The crux of it is the overthrow of capitalism. You
do not agree with that; let us lay aside all those points upon which we
differ ; let us leave only those which unite us and on these points let
us wage. a relentless struggle." These are the causes, character and
essence of the United Front.
'The first question arising is :-Is this a correct line of action for a
revolutionary Communist party? And, also, for revolutionary trade
unions? Can we, in order to gain a United Front, put aside a 1 that
which divides us from the reformists? Can we allow such a strategic
manwvre ?
~ i & d y ,a United Front is possible only if it is a purely labor front,
and this it is that ,differentiates us fundamentally from the reformhts,
who are for a United Front of Labor with capital. Tbw, the firat d'itinction o'f our United Front is its purely labor character, independently

.
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of the political views or beliefs of separate workers or groups. Further,
the purpoae of this United Front is to fight against the bourgeoisie. By
that you arn see that the United Front is aimed at our class enemy.
And again the idea of the United Front sharply conflicts with the theory
and practice of the reformists, for with them the question is one of
colhbsration between the classes.
These are the boundaries of the United Front for us Communists
which we cannot overstep. And because the United Front should be
a purely labor front, because its aims are against the employers, against
the bourgeoisie, therefore it should conduct a struggle and not discuss
collabaration. That was the reason why the reformist organizations.
w-ere all the time against the United Front. This is the crux of their
potsition.
They look upon the United Front as a new invention of the Bolsheviks, the slogan of a United Front they understandbasa new maneuvre
of "Moscow," and under the name "Moscow" they understood everything, the Profintern, Cornintern, the whole of Soviet Russia, and all
that has anything to do with the Russian revolution.
That is the way the reformists understood our proposals for a United
Front although in reality they are opposed to it because it holds a clear
praposition for the class struggle, for breaking up all coalition with
the bourgeoisie, because they are the ardent defenders of such a coalition. Ag long as a United Front would be created with the Communists-and in this respect they had a clear understanding-the possibility of
a united front with the bourgeoisie had to disappear. There is no third
way out of it and therefore it is plain why the Amsterdam International
WAS so opposed to the idea of a United Front, and quite naturally attempts were made to defame this idea instead of realizing it.
In connection with the United Front there were many gestures made
by the Amsterdam and the Second internationals. You will remember
*-the Berlin conference of the three internationals where the Cornintem,
fbi Second and the Second-and-a-Half Internationals were represented.
. Bere we had no united front but only talk; on one hand, on the quesdon of the evil of Bolshevism; and, on the other, on the evil of reformli:srm. This meeting of the representatives of the three executive comlidttees, was only a trial of strength, but it could not give any concrete
results. This failure however, could not stop the Profintern and Corn. intern from attempting to create a United Front and, whenever a pro' .
per moment would arise in the labor movement, we would call upon
-tihe Inltmationals, the Amsterdam and the others, proposing coordin$,:at&action. Usually we would get no answer at all, or get one in the
that *$We
will not fall for the provocations and maneuvres of
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THER u m CONFLICT
Beace Congress where the delegates of the R&&I
resented not only the Russian unions, but also &e
rofiktern, we openly proposed the creation of a U n w
-'proposal brought forth' a sharp rejection from the reformwanted no United Front with us and therefore they did
statement, that-"We
will create a United Front, with you
t, without you if you will stand aside; or against you if yarl
mists had wanted a United Front with us they would

no$

'

the bourgeois pacifists to the Hague. They understand
make no United Front with the bourgeoisie and therefore
e r that the possibility of the Unitql
own, ended on the 18th of December
anuary 1923, the French army occupied the Ruhr,
ere began a serious turn among the masses MIThe occupation of ?theRuhr demsrtthe Amsterdam Intern&onai, Three
omised to start a strike, they not
nable to adopt a more or less decazt
4%protest against the,occupation, because the Germans were
way and the Belgians and French the ather. The Amstere
ational was unable to give a clear slogan in connection with
The only thing it was able to say in its resolution was the
f turning over the Ruhr conflict to the League of Nations
Ice a soft protest against the violent action of the French and

.

.of the leaders of the Belgian trade unions and the Labor Party
itheir convention and i n parliament that there was no o t b
reparations problem except the occupation of the
opposing the Belgian social patriots tried to prove &at
of the Ruhr. was not profitable, that better, more pre
s should be used as pressure against Germany, such as,
eague of Nations or other htes-

.

s pet reformists stated that it wr
t profitable : we received .from C*
_r a n d one-half billions francs and the occupations, 0wt
i2
hundred million." Imagine yourself an 1nternational.whqqe - . - il;
ie disc~ssingthe question if this operation is pro@a.M+e,c.Jlt +x
three weeks after a promise to call a strike pmpmm=&~&
- --- .,

-r

> -s

:;&q
---.-

.5.>--=r--* -'
.&T

i

-t

4
_--.:.&

?
L
:

1

-'= :

- -

- --

WORLWS-TRADEUNION MOVEMENT
League of Nations, an International unable to call for a
in conneetian with the occupation of the Ruhr, and you
$ the disillusionment which. began in the masses canith the Amsterdam I n t e r n a t i d and the dmpair amoag the,
workers created by this weakness in the political activity of
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. This bankruptcy of the Amsterdam International was a shock for tha
msses which showed them the necessity for seeking something new.
And what could they find? One could go along the lines of the re. formists continuing to flirt with the bourgeois pacitists? or cogld join
tn a United Front with the Communists. There is no third way out of
it.
The occupation of the Ruhr has so clearly illustrated the inner division of the Amsterdam International itseff, has thrown a bright light
ipon the inner natiod-imperialist contradictions which were tearing
apart &is so-called Internation& that a desire for a United Front began spontaneously among the masses, a desire to create at any cost ss
tihifed Front with those who are willing to fight. And who were fightbig at that time? Who were d i n g any real proposals to fight againsl
$he advancing bourgeoisie? Only the fdhwers of the Profinterm and
Comktern. There was nothing else on the palitical horizon. There
vrras a saying: "All roads lead to Rome!'
Now it has bem changed to:
"All raords lead to Moseow." And every time when the working elm
gicts into a trap and can find no escape &sou& methods of the reforma
ists, at such moments it begins to seek the road to ''Mmcow," that iq
a road of cmmoa struggle with Communists against the bourgeoisie

.

The Amsterdam International shamly and clearly
' F m t . But not all industrial internationals could refuse. a
Front. The first break that was ma& in the raqb of the A
P a t e r n t i d was'in the Internatiqnal Federation of Trans
em. You rea& of come, about the international conference o
'port werkerer held in Berlin at .the end of May rp3. What
&t
W amterence? Now a d d a part of the AmsSt&m
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national 9 4 -one of its secretaries, Fimmen, come to the c o a c h &:
the necessity of having the United Front with the Russian C u s ~ & a ~ b ( g
and the: fd!owcrs of the Profintern when it was prohibited by tbg'
,-Amsterdaq International ?
-'
~h*
of it are found in the Ruhr occupation. There are mom ad^;
when $%Bover the head with a club brings about clear thinking. Apb
the ~ u h r . & u p a t i ~ nwas such a rap over the head, wbich made a b t a &
.
in the minds of the wide laboring masses and later on found a refietion in the .heads of their leaders.
of the Conference we inserted a few questions: TheOn #$agenda
strug&!igainst Fascism, the creation of the United ~ r o n in
t the trade
union~%dement, and the-figlit against war. We agreed upon a mani-,
festo, resolutions, etc. The belief that there was no other way out, :inir!
the minb' of the representatives of .the International Federation of
Transpoit Workers, aided in bringing about this agreement.
We adopied very elementary decisions: The fight against war
creating mntrol committees in all seaports, in important railway ceaters, e t c But all that was adopted by the Conference of the Interntional Tramport Workers met a sharp and decided opposition from
the Amsterdam International which is built upon the principles qf
representah by national organizations and is politically supported by
vertical units (transport workers, metal workers, etc.). Now imagine,
we were*uKmg one of these supports from under it, and this stlppori
of the t-sport
workers plays a special role, as we can fight against
war only 'when the transport workers will join the fight.
When this immense scandal in the "respectable- family" of Amsterdam. occurred; when a part of the International made a bloc with the Corn; .
munists wittroat .approval of the other parts, it seemed that they IHtd
now to
out in the open and state: "We do not recohke. W
United Front." It seemed that they could do nothing else. Howwer
the conditions of the Amsterdam International after the occypatiih 4
the Ruhr were far from its condition before occupation. They m~&,
discusad a t length the question, and finally adopted a resolution, io
which- *par
stated that the Amsterdam International is not bound ,by
the deci$@s of the Transport Workers Conference.
But we never considered binding them Why, then, did .they & out with a statement that they "are not bound by it," instead of cornink
out with-a protest? It was because they were afraid to come oat 111~ -opponents of the United Front, which would be to lose their influenee j
over thdr awn ranks: For this reason they did not come otit again& the United,Front with a frontal attack, but began a strategic d&og(;:-- 3:
stating that e~g
are for a United Front, but. they are wt-bomib.h . . -;i-a-2-. z - - ;
decisions a w d by wmeone else.
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sesame time, they stated their willingness to talk over matters
t Russian unions. To this the Executive 'Committee of the
trade unions answered that they were ready to talk with the
am International and even to propose to talk seriously on the
of a United Front, the struggle against Fascism, etc. They
k e i v e d an answer over the signature of Oudegeest (they have their
feft and right hand and when it is necessary to s i b something especial13
reformistic in character, it is signed by Oudegeest) in which he saic
that the proposal of the Executive Committee of the Russian Union!
would be discussed by the Amsterdam International at the beginning
of August and that they wished to know if the Russian unions arc
speaking in their own name or in the name of the Red International oi
Labor Unions. As to the conference of the Transport Workers, it ia
further stated, the International Federation of Trade Unions does not
take any responsibility for its decisions.
The Central Committee of the Russian Unions in its letter to the
Arnsterdamers mentioned the conference of the transport workers and
stated its willingness to come to such agreements in other industries
as well. But the pressure of the reformists was so great that they succeeded in the recent (August) council of the International Transpod
Workers in passing a resolution which states that on one hand the
United Front is a good thing, but that on the other hand it is necessary
that this question shall be discussed by the Amsterdam International.
It is natural that when one says, "On the one hand-yet on the other,"
there is neither head nor tail to it. In this case it happens that although
the decisions adopted by the Berlin Conference are recognized in principle by the Federation of Transport Workers, in practice they have
not been applied at all.
We decided, for instance, to create international committees of action,
but the reformists went no further than "in principle." It is known that
Henry the Fourth had a wish that every peasant should have a chicken
for dinner, but out of this wish "in principle," the French peasant not
w l y had no chicken but not even black bread. Such principles don't
mean anything.
Anyhow, the Amsterdamers succeeded in stopping that which we
began. It is quite possible that we, the representatives of the Russian
trade unions will have to meet again with the representatives of the
Amsterdam International, because the pressure from below for a United
Front is so great that the reformists willy-nilly shall be forced to come
to agreement with us.
We may consider as a strong pressure the decision of the last Belgian trade union convention which ended the first day of August. At
~ A a a Gasis"adoptedwhich instructs the central
-2 ~ " C " ~ n ~ " o?es'oiution'
:--Wreau t o defend the United Front in the Amsterdam International. If
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%.-of a United Front found a place in the heads of the Belgian
q n i m leaders it .was not their fault. I t is clear that even there
!*the sabotage of the United Front was being used successfully;this respect we have to give the Belgian labor leaders their due:ere it was impossible to get rid of it with resolutions.
necessary to give the laboring masses a straight answer to the

I :yit.
bZi&ow another example : Parallel with the Transport Woikcrs
*taceh Berlin, between the 23rd and 25th of May the Cangress
second and Second-and-a-Half Internationals met at Hamburg.
t Congress, six hundred delegates were present; at the same

$:k~ongress.''
We had only a little conference. ith he congress
qesent one secretary of the Amsterdam International, Oudegeest.
conference another of its secretaries, Fimmen. At Hamburg,
st was talking against the Communists 'and the United F m t ,
Berlin, Fimmen agreed to a United Front with us. It is easy
ne the political basis, the political strength of an organization
one secretary is fraternizing with the Communists, and anipvith their enemies.
this fact alone it is possible to make a conclusion on th. we&-- %-& -the Amsterdam International and of its lack of any possihi&y

g of resolutions.

But there are many such internatioial wits :

:me international sport societies, international rabbit raisers-0,

But there is no*ing here
,would describe the Amsterdam International in the sense of
g a class, or in the sense of united tactics, for coordinate action
g~untries.
r b i s proves the maximum disintegration of the whole reformist
move&mat, and also that reformism in its essence-as long as it sticks
to th+:
. - bourgeoisie--is unable to create an international.
--ire many international associations!
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which are politically connected with the Amsterdam
There are twenty-nine such internationals. All of them
in the end of the nineteenth century, some earlier and
he sake of common struggle they unite workers of
one trade, of one industry. This is, in fact, the idea of every international, but as a matter .of fact in the many years of their existence they
had not led a very noticeable political life. They are mostly organs
for general information, and to be exact, even that information was
not well organized.
With the beginning of the war and the fall of the socialist and trade
union internationals which followed, these internationals, in fact, ceased
to be such. We have noted that a t the beginning of war all international
organizations, including the workers' internationals, were split into
military-diplomatic coalitions, according to the place where this intetnational happened to be. The socialist international had its headquarters in Brussels and the keys to it were in the hands of Vandervelde; the trade union international had its headquarters in Berlin, at
the head of it stood Legien, who was pulling for the Central Empires.
The industrial unions were partly in Germany, partly in England and
partly in other countries. And, according to the place they were situated, they were inclined to this or that military coalition. In fact, the
industrial unions ceased to exist during the war. They began to revive
after the war when the Amsterdam International was born.
What do these post-war industrial units represent? If we will take
them along vertical lines we will see that they numbered about twenty
m i l l i o ~members which is in a general way equivalent to the number
of these same workers united by the Amsterdam International along
horizontal lines. The largest industrial international is the international
of the metal workers. It unites almost 3,000,000 members. Then comes
the miners' international with 2,500,000, the laborers with 2,300,000,
the internationals of agricultural and textile workers numbering about
1,500,000each. Less than a million members are in the wood workers,
building trades and clerks.
These are the biggest international units, but we have also industrial
internationals which can hardly be called international organizations,
as for instance, the international of barbers, which has 12,000 members;
fur workers with 13,000 members; pottery workers with 13,000 members, etc. It is sufficient to state that there.are a few internationals
even in one industry; the painters have their international, the building
trade workers theirs, etc.
We have lithographers, pressmen, book-binders organized separately.
In short, by detailed examination of these internationals_we will see a
purely formal unity, the specific gravity of whicfi is characterized by
such number of members as twelve and fifteen thousand all over the
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- p s is characteristic of the reformist trade union niovanmt.
a vast number of separate organizations, any one of which
d in; its own economy aod which strives to remain in the
r to show how widely split is the trade union movement of
y, we wiil give the following examples: In the A m e h
Labor there are over one hundred units, and in the whole
eratiun of Trade Unions there are fifty-four centralized
s in France; over a $andred
and is now going through a' period .of
mention that in Russia we have onIy
industrial internationals are characterized not only by their
this is only a half of the evil. There are a few intemae ,for instance the metal workers, the mine workers, the laborers,
port workers, which cou1d.play a big role in the class struggle
6rers" we understand also those who in many countries are
the factory workers handling chemicals). But if we will take
few years of the existence of these unions, we will see that
yed no role even in their own industries, so much less in interpolicies or at a time of great international conflicts.
examples we will endeavor to show the tactics of these inand the tactics of the revolutionary unions. All of course
rike of the British miners at the begigning
r; This strike which embraced over a million miners of England,
great significance to the whole British labor movement, a d
y to the miners' movement. What is characteristic of this strike,
its isolation within the country.
Triple Alliance, the agreement between the Miners, Transport
on action broke up with ,this strike.
en did not support the Mhers
and international scale, beid anything to support their
id the mine owners of England succeed in smashing this moveks to the German, American, and Belgian coal! Thus,
of one and the same international gave the British mitie
opportunity to crush this colossal and powetfd movement,
ack this revolutionarily-inclined federation of mine workera,
the British mine workers who were defeated to& their
ing the strike of the American coal miners. In 1 9 2
coal miners were striking. -This time the British
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itig to aid the American workers, and the coal dug by the
miners helped crush the American miners. We have such reamong the miners of all Europe. The German, Belgian, and
coal miners made no move during the strike of the British
to help them for the simple reason that the British coal miners
*:*:&hers
.
were- indifferent during the strikes of the other European miners.
The characteristic of the Mine Workers' International is the national
tactics of its separate parts. An international which in the sharpest
moments of struggle in any one country remains aside from the struggle, which not only does not aid the fighting workers of its own industry but looks on indifferently while other parts of it in other countries
are in fact scabbing, is not an international.
Similar tactics-if it may be called tactics-we have also in the International of Metal Workers. During the lockout of the metal workers
in England none of the sections affiliated with this international did
anything to help the British metal workers. The only international in
which a striving to do something on an international scale is noticed, is
the Transport Workers International. It made an attempt to boycott
Hungary, to boycott Poland at the time of its attack on Soviet Russia,
etc. It is true they did not accompIish much but at least we could
notice a striving to become an international in fact.
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What is the attitude of these internationals toward the Amsterdam i
International? Not being connected with it organizationally, they ac- cept its political leadership; they say, "We are international by industry :
and the Amsterdam International is a general class organization, dealing with general questions." This is the way the reformists explained !
their position at the convention of the chemists just ended.
4

-

There was an attempt from separate internationals to formulate a genera1 line of action upon more militant questions, The Metal Workers, ;
Mine-Workers, and Transport Workers attempted to create something i
like the Triple Alliance for international action, figuring that if these 4
three unions could come to an understanding it will be possible to bring 4
greater pressure on the international labor movement. They had a few -3
conferences. They created a special committee on this question, passed J
a few resolutions against war, and again there was a lack of action by
3
these three internationals.
For the last few months, especially after the occupation of the Ruhr,
these three internationals which were supposed to do something, did
nothing at all. For the simple reason that they also were being tom
isunder by nationalist contradictions as well as the Amsterdam International.
-
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natural that such a lack of action by the Amsterdam and the
btrial internationals called forth a desire in the masses to create
8 an organization as would not be an "oleomargerine" substitute
-w_ international, but a real militant one.
I

The Red Iatemational d Labor Uniolu
(Profintern)

JZT us pass over now to the other ideologic&-political trend in the

L

international labor movement.

, T h e organization which is competing with the Amsterdam International, is the Red International of Labor Unions, which was organized in 1920. What are the roots of this International? No doubt tkc
roots of this revolutionary organization should be sought in the w a ~
periad when the sobering of the workers began, and the creation of
ievolationary neuclei within the labor organizations, political as weU
as trade union took place The idea of creating a new international
appeared at that time. '
It is true that all during the war the idea of creating a new trade
anion international did not appear. At the time of the Zimmerwalii
conference, and even before, the Bolsheviks declared the necessity of
treating the Third International, but the idea of creating a new in- ttt~nationalwithin the trade union movement had not yet appeared.. No
dad& at the Zimmerwald and Kienthal conferences in which some
separate trade unions participated, the political antecedents were kiil
for the formation of the left wing of the trade union movement and
for an independent international organization,
This idea sprung up after the war. The necessity, the reasons which
fareed the creation of this new international, this new power which
might give opportunity of better alignment of the militant trade union
movement-is connected with the later period, mainly with the Russian
revolution and the creation of the Third International.
- The Russian revolution was the outstanding feature which brought
about the formation of the Third International and also stimulated the
creation of the revolutionary intemational of trade unions. Nevertklesgt the idea sf creating a revolutionary trade union international
-s stb~mteven directly after the October revolution. More than that
&e
idea appeared much later than the orgariization of the Comintem,
'
The crucial moments which brought a distinction into the labor
mostanent were the following : The appearance of the Russian trade
*ion movement and the creation of the, Third International. Wi&
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-3td industrial sections;. these are the general c w e i
. r6sdWLbthe 'creation of the new militant intemati~nal.
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-'Tbe'darganizstionai appearance of the Profintern should be dated
:- .-i&ouf Phe middle of 1920. About that time the Secohd Congress of the.
-rf-

! "- : m h t e r n -took place and besides there were present at that time in
caw representatives of trade union organizations from different
c&#itries( England, Italk representatives of the minorities of the unions
of Fnace and Spain). From conversations with than, the possibility
- of crating at least a temporary center of revolutionary trade unions
-

a4psa.

-

411heseparleys, in which I had to participate in the jname of the CenExecufve Committee of the Russian Trade UnGns, at first had a
v&+ 'lmcertain character. Those at a conference held on the 15th of
Jane, at which were present R. Williams, D'Aragona, Co1ombina;and
representatives of the Central Executive Committee of the Russian
T*+ie Qdans, nothing definite was aceompiishe6 It was a conference
w.exchange opinions on the question of the pqssibility of miz:ing.aft
the Mt ekments in the trade union mveinent.:
These parleys continued, and 0-e
15th of July were ended by an
agreement betwen the Russian unions, the Italian Federation ,of Labor,
$mnish, Jugo-Slav and Bulgarian trade unions: This agreement stated
tge 'dissatisfaction with the-policies of the Amsterdam International; its
$*sonable tactics and the necessity of fighting i t At this conference
t)r.e idea was also advanced of uniting aJl the revolutionary trade uni s
the basis of recognition of the dictatorship of the proletariat an the
,/
&@aglefor a social revolution.
:This first declaration was drafted with great difficulty beaus$ D'Aregwa opposed the clear presentation of every point Whef we accented the necessity of the dictatorship of the proletariat, mdss action,
etcsc.,he did not feel very comfortable. Now we can undirsend the
~ S . < M I S for i t It seems that if he .had no prernonith 04 his future
Fmist inclinations, at least this refarmist was opposed to all revolutjmary clarity. This declaration which was not sufficiently clear served
.ag, &e basis for the creation of the-first neucleus fm d i c k has giown
Red International of Labor Unions.- Th&-canstlfytion was adopted,
the methods of struggle against Axdqrdam wee dcfiaitely stated and
a;mhess to organize the general r e v o l u t i ~ r ytrade m'i~nmove&mt
. - & &er the world was sktffn.
. .Thtls, in July#'1g20, we c r e e d st@ a propagandist center, the iurr
&s6 of which was to act as a bkacon light to the whole sutter-ed left
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on movement. This ideological propaganda center was giv&
"The International Council of Trade and Industrial Unions."
torm of protest from the Amsterdam
this new tricks of "Moscow." The Amstergress passed a resolution of protest, a verapproved of the wording of our manifesto where
ors" and less pleasant epithets. Such names, of
rse, do not awaken any sympathy. They paid special attention to
sharp tone, to our clear statements, and to our lack of "diplomatic
Our declaration brought a storm of protest, and from the beginning
e Red International of Labor Unions appeared in the literature of
e Amsterdam International as an "international insulter," as an organization which had for its purpose to insult the leaders of the trade
u@on movement, and according to the Amsterdamers, the Red Interational does nothing else.
,The reformists reacted against the organization of our internationat
cts. Quite differently reacted the working masses
e fact alone of the appearance of the new International, which diropposed the Amsterdam International, won for us sympathies in
countries; The main reason for these sympathies was not, at the
inning, the character of our International, not in its statutes; not
theoretical positiofi, but in the fact that this International was
oscow"-born on the territory of the Russian revolution,
e same should also be said in regards to the Comintern. The
at first also considered as a "Moscow" organization, and
pathy to the Cornintern is usually accepted as sympathy for the
revolution. This is the way it occurred in our struggle with
d thus, not only by the two reformist
e representatives of the bourgeois diploId. The Comintern is based on the Communist Party, the
on the trade union movement, and both of them on the
volution, that is, on one-sixth of the land area of the globe.
plays a big role in international politics, and all that
, a special influence on the Western European pro-

1 alignment with the Profintern in its first year
athy for the Russian revolution, for the Rusmpathy was shown to us in spite of the
ducted a fight against the Bolsheviks.
our existence it became clear that the
ational trade union movement does not appear as
rent currents which have to crystallize themselves,
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hat are the most important questions which we had to d+c
irst Congress in order, to form the left wing which gathered amad,
isional International Council of Revolutionary .Trade UnioqsP .

s and to force them to keep away from political

-

.

.

---.:
-

-.

7

-

-

-

-

s-@f necrtM& fn. America, Exiglmd-ahd Get'If hh6pped - as foHd@ii The s'tt'ojlgcr a trade
qdis~rrthatis,"&fie
the-y@i$e a@ihrdi$
&$&the cldser it-wa$ found
be fb the bo*
of course, is not an acc/dent. Thc theory of
*

~

ode a i m s closer t o bourgeois grou@S,:bec9Use this

advocated by -the ide03ogists of the bogrgeoilid
he unions from political contagion'' and tq
- .

on '*@rdjr economic" problems such, on
-

.

. -

*

--

1-

.

Is .it possible .for-&
; labw
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hows that the labor organizations can:
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$ g ' ~ ~ * oaside
t ~ &in times of political struggles. But what is pelikical-strag-.
It i s aot merely parliamentary speech-fighting. In the political
x
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@
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= + - m @ e -&e working class places itself in upposition to dher classes.
L

3:rn-e

.yoliang class cannot stand aside from the class struggle. If the

c s - > + @ e class will not emduct a'cbss stniggle i t will lose those posi&:-? ~-s-%lready
2c-gained. The tactics of political sterility play into the-h&&

%A- - - ~ ~ & -~ ~ , 6 a t t r ~ ~by
s im
e - 8means
n d are to the interests of the proletariat:
S' ?&~,~&j to show @e nunsense-of-neutralism we yill
ex;&&
&=
:&<
Russian- revolution. After the October revolution the 'sod#.
@?&s.oluth&ta,
or "S. R
!', took an active position against us, part ~f
5%
tks yM&wiks f&k -a heutral" position. Wtre %heMataheirika' aktthe &tuggle 7% Of c o r n not 1 In the various moments 2hthcy
&~%$migae~~ide
sr the other of the bgtrifadek ' In the stxiill stmggle r;lh&r'<
s
Y
$
b
-~-amemlim.So mu& the lesa2i%na labor organization be meqtnhi-+relatedto neutraiity-is &i*theo& bf the independqc- of tb<
movement. This ttieory in itself bas very many vr@fia)s.
dears way it is expre~s-dby t@ atx+%ch6-sylzdiipl$f~'
- of
=-I.

-

7

--.t

-

we-

. L -

-

.

-

,-

2-

-

_ _ ..

-

7 . --

-.,.

.-

.,,-

._

- - *

?
-:-.

7

"ipd&ekd&ce" of'thc-%r+de&ion &vL
,&e eisen& of
tW *ey e i l t parall@t o the political parties -,uf&gt
-,-,_

a

-. -_+

.

.ww$5€Sw&:-w

*

-

-

* *-

-

w-

a&!

--

*

A

-.
.

. - 4

..

-22%

1 % .

-lwkdY
awmFas pdvoeated by -Clkperf k lrib opppsi*
to
y the workmg clam has always a s M the ca~1tatxst

&e
-8

--- 7

-

-

-

-

-

--- - - ----

-..

*

c - z y -

&

W O R L ~ ST W E UNION MOVEMENT

mpb~fsit34a purely mental division. We may create in c#tr graeticd
'a21 kinds of organizational forms to serve one o r mother side
-:;iS.PP:~behbt movement, but an attempt to substitute one organization
@A&e other, an attempt to set them in conflict, is purely anarchistic,@af-?b,
a senseless disorganization of the labor movement.
-It is natural that we cannot adopt this metaphysical point of view. The
First Congress had to state its position on neutralism iri very clear
t-s,
which would not permit any misunderstanding, and give to the
revolutionary trade union movement a definite analysis. But if
independence is pure metaphysics, why, then, are there in existence
s-rate
organizations, separate trade unions and separate party organizations? If economics and politics are so tightly connected, why,
.
then, for a period of over one hundred years, has there been created
separate. forms of organizations: On one hand, economic ones-trade
unions, on the other, politicd?
If we consider the development of the labor movement we will see
that the working class has been creating its organizations gropmgly,
dong the lines of least resistance. Its organizations began to appear
as organizations of benefit societies, sick and death benefit associations,
etg., and those organizations would not overstep the borders of their
trade; would often limit themselves to one factory or shop, Ail these organizations have-been the type of first elementary connections, the first elementary unity among the workers, and only further
dong as the struggle sharpened these benefit socities turned into
. . unions. Later, after these neuclei had been created, political moven h t s began to appear.
Concurrptly with the appearance of the idea for the organization of
b a d i t societies, the ideology of class began to take form; the later
these class ideas appeared, the later .began the formation of different
types of organization. Firstly, the idea of economic self defense apMrs in labor organization, and later on, p a l i t i d - Histroricaify, the
-working class created three types of organization: First, for the defense of its labor power-the trade unions ; the second for self defense,
as a consumer on the market-the co-operatives ; thirdly, for the struggle against the apparatus of bourgeois society-political organizations.
/I we take the whole world's labor movement we have three different
hrms of relations between thd parties and the trade unions. We have
mntries where the trade uniod and the parties are independent of each
other and eiren fighting among themselves-this is mainly .m
g the
Latin countries, mostly in France and in Spain. Then we have the
f,flowing type ; organizationally the party and the trade! unions are
separate* but politically the t ~ d eunions are under the leadership of
the party-this is the type of the Rus~ianand German trade union
. Wvement ;and last, we have the third type, when the trade unions are.
'
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creating polltical parties, as in England, Norway and Belgium. In
Norway? ont'aad the same meeting: elects w o committees, one for the.
trade union and one for the pa*.
- We have also other forms of re.- lations' between the party and trade anions, but these are the fundae t a 1 one%
Where d o these types lmd, historically? To the strengthgning of
,
separatism or to some kind of unity? There is no doubt &at +$
i~tenceof b s e parallel organizations is a temporary character 6f t&
international trade union m o v v t . The more it will develop and
: the more tl~?masses will come to revolutionary consciousness, so much
closer will be the relations between the different forms of the l a b ~ r
movement, hnd, at the proper moment, all these lines will come to. gether intop united organizational' form which will unite all the different organ*tianal groupings, politkal, trade union, etc;
- Thus, th~!historical development of the labor movement is toward
a synthesii a blending, of all forms of labor organization. If we correctly consider the development of the labor movement, we will have
to oppose strongly the idea of separatism, which is trying always to
preserve eisting relations. We have to remark that not only on ic- .
count of bese causes are we opposed, to separatism-to independme;
but also because sepa~tismas well as ~eutralismdoes not exist in fact.
There ca not be a trade uriion organization which would stand aside
in case o , definite class conflict. Neutrdism and independence are alpo
"politics" but a bad anti-labor politics.
,

1
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Tad DESTRUCTION
OR THE WINN~NG
OVEROF

THE

UNIONS?

A n o q r question which also defined the tactics of the revolutionar).
labor npvement was the question of OW attitude towards the old, reformist, trade unions. In the Red International we collected all that
was revolutionary in the trade unions: Independent unions, separate
- national centers, revolutionary,minorities jn tlie old mioris, etc.
We kd to give an answer to the que4ion: Are we going to crepte
new trade unions, or fight for the winnirg over of the old unions? Al:
. present this question is not of such impartance as it was at that time.
:- At that $ h e we had to state clearly: Are we for the destruction of
b e refobpist unions, or for the winning of them over to us?
? Our F i ~ s t(Constituent) Congress
a reply: Not for the destruc .
Why did that
; tion but fOr the winning over of the old trade unions.
; qdestion
at all? I t was because the end of 1918, the G e e 1
Communist Party at its First Congress' in Heidelberg, decided to - -dlt. .=
-5 upon the q r k e r s to leave the old uniod and create new ones. Thanks
which tried 'tei . - : to this decbion a small paion was created in Ge-y
replace thepowerful orgpnisni of the r onnist trade union ,movemeat
-I- whkh embkces a h t ten mitlion man, rs.
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The Conupmist Party, later on, changed its point of view; but a

g*~%
.of-

%
_- _.

tke Party split away and organized the German Commariirt

.

&$bt$ Party, one of the main slogans of which was. "Thd destruction
trade unions" The Comintern at that time was rategorically I
*g<&~w:old
Z
.
F;: - %@takt
--- this decision. But how did it happen that the G6inan Corn: .-

m--

.-T.

Party adopted the slogan-not

5L-,y@@&t

to win over but to destroy the
the German

.--2
. -- . . - - ~ dunions'
e
It happened because in all the struggles of
proletariat after the revolution, the conservative machi
>> - the revolutionary movement was the trade unions, which
>

:.--

-

*

revolutionary movement with all its weight.
Basing themselves upon the unions, former members of the SocialDemocratic Party, such as Noske, shot down thousands bf workers,
,
,All this brought about pessimism and despair in the more revolutionary'
and impatient German workers. From that was created a wlple theory l;-. The old trade unions are rotten through and through; the: are reac-f
tionary, and in order successfully to fight the bourgeoisie i is neces-:
sary to destroy them completely. If this colossal apparatus is
,. - against the revolution, if it is so entwined with the bourge
-- is necessary to destroy it before the power of labor can be establi
In reality, the trade unions, especially in the post-war period
been closely entwined with the bourgeois state. We notice this
Europe. We could illustrate that graphically in the form of a
the apex of which is organically attached to the bourgeois
paratus.
In deciding upon our line of action in this regard, we fo
Comintern which was categorically opposed to the theory of
the unions, but was for winning them over. Why? Did
estimate the reactionary character of the trade unions?
recognize the fact of the interlacing of the bourgeois st
heads of the trade unions? Did we not see their reactionary
Certainly, we saw all that, but we are approaching the trade u
1 from an entirely different point of view than our German corn
,
then were.
. What is a union? A union is an organization which u
-masses. And we have to consider that in Germany where the
of destroying the unions was prohimed, they united nine
workers. If we come out with the slogan for the destruction o
unions what will we do? The mass will not follow us, because
5
came to the union in order to gain something real. With the
1 -- . of destroying the unions we can only bring a couple of thoupand
ers out of these organizations We may create a "pure" b m
-: little union, which will have at1 the Communist virtues, but whic
not embrace the laboring masses. This is not Communi
must
be there where the workers are. Such a seeping ou
.--
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a v q m every country.
no means guarantees us against a split, We have all
&at the buraucracy of the trade unions will split the

&$mged specifically to a country where, at the moment that la*
organization became possible, there were no labor unions.
where' they are weak, but also where the trade unions are strong &
-.
where they have a great influence on the masses,
.
--'l%+s,their appearance and development does not depend on 't$
G b t e n c e or non-existence of trade union organizations, but is &
, ? P I

tfie strong trade unions cannot fulfill.
.'

-

What are these functions l

-.

-resent
those organs which strengthen the victory of revolutian
-the sphere of prodmtioa. Labor control was born in close connectldi
the Factory and Shop Committees, being their main function. %
;is; 6lt first elementary form which precedes socialization of product%@
-,.
@e seizure of all .tools of production and distribution.
5

ps:chIly marked in the October revolution. In the countries of West*

.

~ ~ & r in
y ,Germany, Factory and Shop Committees, in the perid-4
&eir appearance, had a varied character. They were something
-weenthe Russian Labor Swiet* and the Factory and Shop Co
tm, This confusion lasted for quite a while.

.w

W t e d itself in the following compIex way: First, in general t
mr attitude toward the Factory and Shop Committees; see

workei

fd1f

Shoi,.C&mltDeer T h e r$*-..
'mb&s of the' "Free U-5
te$, %fit ho *am' of &d

&L'
-
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-
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tk&i6the~,a striving to -remain in the old, conservative frame-work,-&f:%ho FaEtor~r-ondShop Committees are to become organs of struggle;
~ ~ 3 - : ~ @ ~ ~only
~ swhen
i b lthey
e are elected by all the workers of the given:
%
:G--.
:- ---.&&ry. Is there a danger that in such a case this ofgan may become'
=- - ~ - l a sins character 7 Of course there is.
&,.
r=-'<
2:- ,&,$-it is our purpose to elect to each of these Factory Committees;- T-?more advanced and revolutionary workers through our propaganda.
5:
--..-. --,zgid agitation in each factory. As long as the workers am electing the~
-;-._
d ~ m i s t s it
, shows their backwardness. If they elect Catholics, thak
-4 k ~ ~still
1 . smore backwardness. But we take the working class as it is..It, has to be educated, uriited on the basis of certain political actb?~,~,
&d not phrases. That is why we were categorically opposed to ''left--.
-ism;" which was suddenly shown by the reformists.
-
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In France, at the time of the last conventions of the Metal Workers
a ~ d
Mine Workers, at the discussion of theeF@ctovand Mine Commitfies, there were three points of view. Some said that in the elec--.
t & j oaly members of revolutionary trade unions should participate 3-
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&=rs were of the opinion that these ~ommiiteesshould be elected notmembers of the revolutionary unions but also by the reformist
e n s . The last-our point of view-was adopted, that the Faetory.
and Shop Committees should be elected by all the workers of the givep.
factory or shop, independent of whether they belong to any union .at.
d L Digging into this question is enough, in reality, to arrive at OUT
paint of view.

Let us-admit for a moment that the Factory and Shop Committees.
shquld be elected only by members of revolutionary unions.. But what
-- - - is the use to elect them at all; the workers who are members of revolu-.
--;

- ?

I

.

-

,
-_
-

'_

tiunary unions are already organized, so what's the use of organizini
&em
along some other system? Our aim is that, for example, ondm
-ihundred
revolutionary organized workers shall have an influence en
*.
another
nine
hundred workers, and it i'ii clear by putting the questiq.1
I.
way, a11 limitations of participating in the elections of FactoryZL
.- in
- PO& Shop Committees do not stand any criticism.
The First Congreq;
of >he Profintern in its resolutions on the organizational quegtion, opgL
meed all limiitoims, advocating the idea of ~reating~Factor~t
and Swf
is=
-*
s=:
-snittees
through gcneril and equal franchise in the factories and?
also advocated -the-e+
slogan of bbor contr&-Factory and Shop Committees, which control is a pawe+
of the working Jass for the seizure of shops and fpe- -

--

-_.

_..

-

.

, ';5

apf)cpted the idea of a gradual socialization of the mans of prd
-r

- b e German reformists at th%ttime advocated not the forcible sleiqur~
aniy the "wild"' Botsheiircs eoutd permit themselves, but a kw$ifor compensation to the omen for &E property seized. . y+
ired the factories and then began fo t&kabout how to work &$
ization,"' The reformists, aa the other 'hand, stood on the view:

-

that @estina for one year, .&en they chewed it .fat _
r year, ttlltil, as a result af this chewing they. made .a wnpte 4
,
d u m s of dl kinds of theoretical i n v e s t i ~ t i o n ds?Jali&a
aot only not forge ahead, but it disappeared entirely from - &wad

-=

%:2$i s dear that arch a form of

socialization, which turns itself $I&
ka~sion abut sodalization. without any practical results. eoalxl.M

EMwhite the bolurgeaisiei was stin in power.
&&-mi
of seizing the abblisbmmt. We h@

We eonsi&*&@*F

abmg&r-e8w.@i
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Ss:qtlestna from ihDt point of view, baause we haa before;

gLfi:zt@
tb+ $xperionce of - the. Russian
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revolution, quite rich in that regar&-
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THEINDUSTRIAL
UNION

2:;; 'It would be proper to halt on another question which, again, was ~t

not only to us, the revolutionary International, but which to@
kp
'almost
all the attention of the Amsterdam Internationat This was
gz:- *t

F

-

--

tk,
amstion of

organizational structure. If we take the o r g a n i z a t i d
j t t ~ d u r eof the trade unions we win see that the unions, from narrow
5 - waft organizations, are turning into wider units and later into indai-_; tripl unities. This .process is very slow.

-.-

.-- -

At the First Congress .of the Profmtern the trade unions were undery
as organs first for the defense of the.interests of the worclassFlater, as organs of attack on the bourgeoisie, and, finally as or?
_
w s for socialist construction.
As long 3s the trade unions, for many years, were conf
very strong enemy, and as long as that enemy-the bourgeois
-=
-&aged the forms of its organization, the working class h;ld to do
g&%e. Otherwise, it would lag behind the bourgeoisie organizations
'1s reality, the bourgeoisie has, besides the apparatus of the s
wWh
5s a very powerful tool for the suppression of the labor rn
-.,
nient, its own employers' organization, united according to indus
'The employer' who, for instance, owns a 'big metd factory, can
-1, two or three unions -merely because he has laborers, pattern
aad others working for him. He joins only one certain union, w
:
cm~ggpondsto the industry generally.
,me eniploierq are always perfecting their organization, adapting
wthe conditions of struggle, giving it the forms which make it
1
1%- - - -st effective fighting instrument against the working class. In
~eirpectthe working class has always EKea lagging behind the q
?Vhile, for instance, we have in England, all the employers' we
&XI organized on one hand according to industry and--an th
:
-- h d - i n t o one "British Federation of Manufacturers," the
.--: - . - . ,&gs of England only a year and a half ago organized the whd
f'+ ..Federation
--.
.of Trades Councils, outside of which there are yet ov
5.~: milfiorr workers.
1" --- :-:@or the revoluticmary International, which has to confront
L--g
revoltttion, it is necessary to -create an
such revolution. It is traessary to r
t on a new basis, This is *by -we
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dogan of industrial unionism: Ifi one ifidustry, one scniom And this
-slogan was carried into every country by revolutionary workers.
I w P not stop to detail other organizational questions, which are
-very numerous. I will only point out that at the First Congress a program of action was adopted which in sixteen paragraphs formulated
briefly the problems of the revolutionary trade unions.
E:%E

SPREADOF THE PROFINTERN'S
INFLUENCEI N

THE

EAST( o ~ I E N T )

I have mentioned that the Amsterdam International was mostly an
European organization; of the non-European countries participating in
the Amsterdam International are only the trade unions of Canada and
mrt of the unions of Argentine. That is all that the Amsterdam Intermational has outside of Europe. That is why we, without exaggerasterdam International could more correctly
European unions than a real international.
.' At the same time, the particular attribute of the Profintern as well
as of the Cornintern is precisely that the Profintern became the central
mint for the revolutionary trade union movement, not only of Europe
-b;trrt also of America, Asia and Africa. The Russian revolution awoke
all the oppressed Near and Far East, and in many of the Eastern
emantries the organized labor movement reckons its, birth from the
Itate of the Russian revolution. The fact that the Profintern is organ*
Russian revolution in itself was a reason for
pathy of labor unions of the Near*and Far
;

.
.

It is true that some of the unions of various countries which are affili-

to the Amsterdam International also made attempts to organize
maions in ther&&. The British trade unions attempted to influence
nions of India by creating ideological and
with the trade union movement of the large

_

The British trade unions never considered the problem of aiding the
jiberation of India from the clutch of the British Empire, but on the
ether hand, acting in full contact with their government, definitely
w e d the success of the imperialist policy of the British bourgeoisie,
using the apparatus of the trade unions for that purpose.
the problem of connection with the East, with
, we based ourselves not only on the sympathy
of the oppressed East, but also on certain labor
re leaning toward the Russian revolution as to
bright light. This connection with the East should be remembered
der to get a clear understanding of the particular attributes of thi
utionary trade union movement as compared with the' reformist

.

y its csmpoaitim was in fact a congress of at2&
exact estimate of whose members could nQt be mad

in panitular.
the internal struggle of op&&w$&-<
movement, we will,an ope han-&-'W&-r%
-*

-

. . -- --.+
--F

hove that the decisions 'of the Constituent

;<

~tmg.rcJB

-

brought forth, right from the start,.'opgoeithn fiat
mists but also from the anarcbbsyndkdists, many &! <-- -:
stood mi the platform-of pmietafian dictaturhip.
-e o114chb-ryndicalista are divideil into a few categories: Firikdl,
ti& are
rcho-clyndicalists who learned much f rqm the R u s s i ~.-~;.:
revolatipn
the world war; they are called revolutionary spndi~llsis---=;
or;&& spndlcalists. They recognize the dictator~hipof the prd!etd&-4

.:+

;-2z

B e the anar4o-syndicalist movement has also many other variitiona'r~,
T b t are anzttcho-svndiaii$ts who learned nothing f m the war a -2
beeq\all t@t time in pidie.
- - -. . z q-. _
tkis )'pare syndicalism?" The anar&o-spdicalista arc.-=$- [;
k* program which they advocated in sgo6, 1907s EM
h r _years; being- convinced that their platform is adaptable not
+

.

;-.

'

&&%-abut?:The ul~rkh~dsyndiaibt
acetha held the visrr&~?$~

T,HEINTEWNATXONAL
PROPAGANDACOMMITTE~

&r w t k s of the world's trade mion rnsv
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k-~1 =ions,
revolution.r~t-anions, u welI as our mborities in the ranks of the old
by joining the industrial internatimals, should influence the
. whole refomist ttpde rmiop movema?t, .

[ notInhave
orderbbat this
'inio these indesth1 i ~ ~ t i o should
d s
a disorganized ,chraeter we matad the Pr-&
Corn* .,s.Z

-

mittees. The name in itself "Propaganda Committee' prover that it is
~ o at dual organization, but an i d e o ~ center
~ l the purpose of which
ie to qni* the elements far bfl-iag
these industrid interqit&~a&
The fntematiortJ Prqmgaada -mittaccording to indwtria"ue
r logical aglditiun to. the Pmhtern a d , thus, by our work we are abbraciq $he 2abring w r e s along both the horizontal and vertical lines.
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LECTURE NO. 7
Politics and Tactics of the Profitern
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!!f%apdnr l a t l y to widerstand the differenas between the Pr&m - I
Amsterdam International we nilt*dwell on the hd~rmentol
Fdidstbns we touched upon when dealing with the latier;
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LEAGUE
OP NATIONS

A

-L = - -

i

-

- ---

3
-2-3
2

3

.

Our attitude toward the Versaines Treaty, the League of
bc3--z_th
International Labor Bureau, may be stated in few words: The wont
~;-''~@ks%le. Perhaps this is not enough to explain our attitude, but I think
-

-;
+
.
?
.

%Eatthere can be no question for a revolutionary internati~alof collaborating with the League of Nations or institutions created by it.
-- Let us remember that Vandervelde, in one of his many speeches, tried
5-- . to prove that the Versailles Treaty is not so bad after all, because it
?- contains the Thirteenth Paragraph, which defends the rights of labor,
- - - Now, with this Thirteenth Paragraph or without it, we consider the
F C Versailles Treaty the greatest robber treaty which human fancy ever
-wte$
We
. do not intend to make it better; instead of that we, from
t%: &ginning, adopted the slogan : "Down with the Vet%ailles Treaty*
~IwBZ~E~
should be destroyed together with all created by it, as well as
6
&:-- - tb&.Treaty of Sevres and other similar treaties."

_- ._
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TYe same holds true of the League of Nations and commissionscrated by it. One of them is the Commission on Disarmament, Wc
_ $ ~ d ystated how beautifully the leaders of the Amsterdamers were
talking in this Commission. If we are opposed to this Cosnmissim it
is not because we consider it improper to make speecbes in the presence
,
_- slf tslblnet ministers: No, there may be such circumstances when it is.,.
g3L:-.- m
s.;
r and even necessary to make speeches in such surroundings.
PC,
-tptstion is only if we shall make up our speeches and aetions in swb%--b
F . *-*a~ as to help the ministers to fool the laboring masses, or if w
g.: - :sg& so as to destroy the illusions of the masses.
ec
3~~
- - Only from this point of view do we consider our every strategic step;
:
=-A- As 1ss the Commission on Disarmament has a eollsbrative c b ~
g2--sgtsi,as long as the representatives of the bourgeois governments LI
~LS;
:tfSpt Coinmission clearly are fooling these so-called representatives 4;
q::.-the woykers, so long for a real revolutionist, there can be no qytestt'm
--.
at.
1. @f&ipating in all this international chicanery.
International Labor Bureau, which is, according to the
e '!greatest attainment of the working class;" this Inter
Burqu, at the head of which stands Albert Thomas,
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expressed its sympathy for Fascism. I t is an organization'which spends
its time in the collection of documents, and even here, we may state,
it specializes in falsification.
It is true the International Labor Bureau is attempting to draft proposals for laws, but nobody now takes this organization seriously.
Right after the war, the International Labor Bureau had to demonstrate
the social liberalism of the victors, distracting the attention of the working masses from the struggle. For the bourgeoisie it was a diversion;
for the leaders of the refdrmist trade union movement it was a "conquest." But as soon as the immediate danger passed, the International
Labor Bureau was, in fact, turned into a society of amateurs of social
science who are spending their time in useless and timid talk.
If the bourgeois governments of Europe and America are still donating money to the upkeep of this institution, simply because they still
expect to make use of this apparatus against the proletariat which is
again raising its head-then the workers at least should have nothing
in common with this "joint" created by the trust of the victors.
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We will take up the problem of reparations. Above I have stated
the Amsterdam viewpoint of that problem, the crux of which was and
is: The Germans must rebuild the destroyed districts, Why the Germans alone? Why should only Belgium and France be reconstructed?
[ Have not Russia, Austria, Bulgaria, Turkey, Germany and Poland also
been destroyed? These are the first "impudent" questions which we
usually ask the Amsterdamers. But there is still another impudent
question.
From the documents already published it is clear that the international
bourgeoisie is guilty of the world war, so, logically, if there is going to
be compensation, let them all pay. The Hamburg Congress of the Sec'
ond International adopted a resolution which proves that international
; imperialism as a whole is guilty of the war. I t seems that from this
. they had to make a logical conclusion that all the imperialists, and not
only the Germans, should pay. ~ut,*the
end, this very- same resolu. tion demands that-"The
Germans should pay."
The reformists' logic that only the Germans have to pay, is beyond
our comprehension. But this is not the only thing on which we disagree with the Amsterdamers. Let us say that Germany should pay.
: But who i~Germany should be the ones to pay? Germany does not
Who, in particular, should pay in Germany?
I; represent a class unit.
;' According to our opinion the German bourgeoisie should pay, but this
i can be done only when we seize the bourgeoisie by the throat.
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protesting reiolutions; the question is somewhat different.. I t is in th4
problem of the working class leading a fight
against
war with some
expectations of success.
.-,*
*
.
What are the difficulties in the fight against war? I think we will.
7:
better understand them if we acquaint ourselves with the role which.
the workers organizations and the workers themselves played in the
imperialist war.
First of all, there is no doubt at all that the war itself was made
.
possible only because the working masses, at least in the first period,
'
were for war. The leaders of the labor organizations were for war,
and more than that, helped their governments to carry it on. Thus,
the struggle against war leads to the struggle against all war ideology,
On the other hand, it is impossible to conduct an anti-war propa! ganda if we will not at the same time try our best to liberate the work&
ers from all that helps to create the war ideology. It is natural, t h e r e
fore, that as the first thing in our plan of struggle against war we al;
I
ways put forward the necessity of fighting against all nationalistic super.
stition, against the idea of "fatherland," and the defense of "our"
,I
1 country.
I t is known that the anarchists are also against war. It is true that.
k during the last war a great majority of them were for war. But a t
any rate they are, in general, against it, not as revolutionists but as
pacifists. That means that they are against war because war brings
along death and destruction. We are not against every war, but against;
those conducted in the interest of the bourgeoisie, It is our aim to
instill into the minds of the workers this seemingly plain, but in reality
profound, difference between nationalist and class war.
It is our aim to prove to the workers that without the creation of ra
class-militant army, without declaration of decisive war against the
bourgeoisie, the workers cannot liberate themselves, they cannot conquer.
Thus, the struggle against the whole nationalist ideology, the struggle,
against the idea of defending "our" country as such, and the advocacx
of the necessity of war for the defense of a socialist country, for our.
own proletarian state-this is the foundation of our anti-war tactics. ,
But, on the other hand, in our anti-war agitation, we have to reckan
on the connection between the workers and "their" country. Thus, we
. have repeatedly to express the opinion that to organize a strike of protest in the moment of the declaration of war is utopian, because at that
moment the bourgeoisie is armed to the maximum and the workhg,
class is disorganized.
Therefore, we see that the question is not that of organizing a strike,
'
at the moment of the declaration of war, but in preparing the w o r w
.,
masses before the war against it. As long as the class struggle sharpen^. . ,
itself we will be creating the power which may interfere with the 1 ~ .
'
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beginning of war and if the war does start may end it in the interest
of the working class.
In order to struggle against war it is necessary to conduct a systematic, steady agitational and propagandist work within the army. At
the Peace Congress at the Hague, our proposal to conduct anti-military
propaganda among the soldiers called forth a sharp protest from the
reformist leaders of the Congress.
Such an attitude toward our proposal is quite clear, for the reformists
consider the army as a necessary organization for the defense of "the
fatherland." Therefore, the disintegration of the army is the disintegration of the defensive and offensive forces of their "fatherland" itself.
The propaganda in the army, open or secret, at the present time plays
a great role, because, the bourgeoisie feels less and less assurance of
starting a new war and hurlingthe workers of one country against the
workers of another. But in connection with that, in the struggle
against war, there appears a new problem. On what, at present, are
bhsed the forces of the imperialist.countries?
They are based on the exploitation of the colonies, and the colonial
armies which already have played some role in the last war and are
now becoming of new significance as a powerful too' in the hands of
the bourgtoisie for crushing internal "disturbances." Not without
reason does the French bourgeois press discuss the question of establishing compulsory military service for the colonies. A part of these
colonial troops are at present participating in the French occupation
of the Ruhr, and another part of them are within France itself.
'
As long as these military units are composed of the .most backward
elements (all the colored soldiers are illiterate) the bourgeoisie is sure
that in case of trouble they will be a good tool in its hands.
Out of this, we can see that the question of fighting against war is
related to the question of fighting against the imperialist colonial policy.
Work within the colonies, the creation within the colonial countries of
labor unions, appears as a practical question because the colonial power.
of the bourgeoisie threatens us with death, giving the bourgeoisie the
opportunity in case of necessity to hurl these colored armies into mild
itary 'action, and then onto the internal front in case of a civil war.
:
Within the last few years the question of fighting against war, arose
before us-not as a theoretical task, but as a practical one. We had to
give an answer to the wide working masses, and to show how to con-.
duct this struggle in an organized way. In connection with this, at the
Frankfort Conference and at the Berlin Conference of the Transport .
Workers, we advocated practical slogans. We advocated the idea o-f :
creating at all the border points, Control Committees for the c0ntx-d
of all aipments of military equipment from one country into anothsra
l;
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OURATTITUDE
TOWARD
DISARMAMENT

on that question. We consider the abstract idea of disarmament as a
very injurious one, anti-proletarian and anti-communist; because we

are not for the disarming but the arming of the working class. In this

respect it is interesting to note the,stand of some pacifists.
When we had to conduct a struggle against the right wing of the
French Communist Party, we had to pay attention to the fact that e m
Et was infected with pacifist notions. Thus for instance, one qf ,the
former leaders of the party expressed his opinion that it would be
easier to' fight against war if there would be no stand
-even a revolutionary one. In this sentence is contai
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k
t all the irmamint inder the control of the bourgeoisie shall be
"turnedover to the hands of the working class. Therefore, the whole

,

-'
'L

ideology of pacifist disarmament is aimed completely against the 'inter- >'
eats of the working class.
.
We are categorically opposed, not only to the pacifism of the reformists, but also to the pacifism of the anarchists. In connection with that, ,
at the last' session of the Executive Bureau of the Profintern, we had
to adopt a decision in connection with the action of the French mar; 4
chists. The story of it is as follows: In France there exists a so-called
Committee for. the Fight against Imperialism and War, in which are
participating representatives of the parties, C. G. T. U.,and also the
anarchist federation.
1
When the Anglo-Russian dispute began, in the Committee of Action 11
this question was put on the agenda in the sense of mobilizing the
French workers for the defense of the Soviet Republic. At this point
- the anarchists brought in a special resolution in which it was stated: d
"The .working class has no business with any military conflict, it is
against the defense of any country, and therefore it should not mix in
any commercial squabble between England and Russia. By our mixing
in we may set the Russian people against the English, or vice verso."
What is the essence of this small but typical resolution? Here are, firstly, the anti-soviet character of the anarchist declaration. The
French anarchists as well as others have an anti-soviet position, be- :
&use the soviets are a state power, and the anarthists are against all ,
kinds of states. Secondly, they are against every kind of army.
"Let us assume" said I, in a personal discussion with the French
anarchists, "that the bad Communist Party does not exist, that the '
Communist International has been exiled to the devil's islands, or even
to Mars; that in France there are only such trade unions of which you
alone are the head, and, one fine day, you will overthrow the bourgeoisie. '
What will you do next? You will agree that the counter-revolution
will not at once lay down its arms?"
The anarchists answered, "Of course."
"That means that it will be necessary to fight against
"Yes," they agreed, "it will be necessary."
"Are you sure that when the revolution will occur
ited States fleet will not bombard your ports?"
'No," they replied, "we are not sure."
"The French bourgeoisie will have its regiments and battalions 7'' >:
'

1
i

a

'That means that you will have to create something
ur own and the foreign bourgeoisie? It matters not j
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anarchist groups or companies, you may call them anything you wish,
but it will have to be an armed power in order to fight?"
"Yes," they answered, "it will be ae~essaty.~'
"Will you be able to fight if you will not centralize your apparatus,
if you will have no organization, if you. will be unable to weld thi pfoletariat into groups, battalions, etc. 3"
When we came to this point the anarchists dismissed .all logic and
stated-"We are against organized violence, the workers should defend
individrcally their factaries and shops, meky state is a vampire, every
army, including the Red one, is aimed against the working class," etc.
This anarchist ideology which finds sympathy in some circles of the
French workers, represents a counter-revolutionary ideology, for it
strives to distract the workers from the possibility of revolution. Those
labor organizations which do not have as their aim the organization of
the proletariat in such a way that it may be able to hold in its hands
the seized factories and shops, are aiming at defeat and not at victory.
All this talk of the anarchists is in direct contradiction with the construetion and aims of those international organizations which approach
the methods of strqgglc not metaphysically, but are striving, from the
given relation of forces, to reach a necessary conclusion of the struggle.
Thus,'we are opposed not only to the reformist pacifists, but also to
the anarchist ones, because we have never been pacifists: Pacifism is
not in the nature of Communism. I t has nothing in common with the
revolutionary labor movmeent.

'
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The next &estion on which the revolutionary labor movement conflicts with the reformists, is the question of struggle against Fascism.
What is Fascism? We have already explained it. How the reformists
fight against it is also known. How do we propose to fight against
Fascism? Of course, the best method, the best medicine, would be the
Red Army. This is a very strong but efficient remedy. But to our
regret the Red Army, so far, remains on the territory (it is true a very
great one) yet of only one country.
We have to find a method of struggle where there- is no Red Army,
and where Fascism is fighting in order to prevent such an army. If
we take the Fascist literature, we will see that Fascism very clavetly
conducts its agitation and propaganda for the winning over of the
working masses. We have shown above that Fascism is based maidy
on the middle classes, but that at the same time is trying to pwetrat*
the working class. Therefore, our first aim should be to drive Fasaiem
out of the labor trenches, that is, to destroy the labor organizations
created by Fascisn
... ,
,

L
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,
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4 s long as Fascism in its clearest form can be observed in Italy, we
~ b u l d by
, working out our methods of struggle against it, consider the
methods and technique of the Italian Fascisti. Fascism succeeded by
o strong demagogy in organizing large trade unions there. And in our
struggle against Fascism the question arose: Is it permissible for revslutionary workers to join Fascist unions and to create therein underground Communist neuclei? Is it permissible in such unions which
are, in fact, strike-breaking organizations, which are assisting the bourgeoisie,etc., totcreate neuclei as a base of our propaganda?
We answered to that: Of course it is permissible. We must fight
the enemy with those methods which are dictated by objective conditions. The creation in hostile unions of our neuclei is being carried out
methodically, and we have very many cases, as in Italy, where the
Fascist unions take steps against the employers and begin to use against
them the same methods which they formerly used against the labor, orpnizations.
There can be no objection against such a method of influence upon
the Fascist organizations. The evolution of the Fascist organizations
depends on the penetration of them by revolutionary elements, which
will bring into them that which does not harmonize with the Fascist

e

And here, while applying our tactics, we come in conflict with not
only the Fascists, but also reformists. In order to make the slogan of
the fight against Fascism understood by the masses, it must be made
concrete. The laboring mass feels the oppression of Fascism where it
has conquered, but where it has not yet conquered, wide circles of labor
do not comprehend what Fascism is. Here the question of anti-Fascist
propaganda plays a big role in the sense of ideological mobilization of
the wide masses.
WORKERS'D m s ~ s sGROUPS

.

The smoptd phase is the creation of the workerscdetense groups,:
' T h e orgpnizatjons are purely, defensive 'in a i m To prove to t
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to seize, how to conduct movement% whom to send to the other world,
,which districts are most dangerous, etc, In Germany, where the danger
is very great, on the basis of struggle against Fascism we succeeded in
creating a big movement for workers' defense groups.
But here we meet with opposition from the reforinists,. They are
against such workers' defense groups, because, on some fine day, these
self-defense groups may turn to attack. If the workers are armed, the
class logic pushes them ahead, for the old strategic rule says, "The best
method of defense is attack."
The reformists understand that out of these self-defense groups there
may arise such organs which will lead the struggle against the whole
capitalist system. No wonder, therefore, that the first action of the
reformist Social-Democratic unions of Germany was aimed against-the
creation of such groups. But when a mass movement began among the
workers, and the Communists succeeded on the basis of creating such
groups. to unite workers of different views, the Social-Democracy proclaimed a slogan for the creation of purely Social-Democratic groups.
This was purposely to exclude the Communists because groups in
which there are Communists cannot be anti-Communist, but purely
Social-Democratic groups may be anti-Communist. The Social-Democrats of Germany figured that they would have to fight with arms in
hand against the Communists, and the German Social-Democratic
cabinet ministers and government leaders are taking every prkaution
against the creation of such self-defense groups, especially against such
mixed groups.

METHODS
OF STRUGGLE
AGAINST
FASCISM
Beside creating the self-defense groups and active agitation and propaganda, we advocated the creation of anti-Fascist Committees of Action. These Committees of Action, according to our opinion, had to
snibrace the workers of all tendencies, because, war and Fascism are
of equal interest to the working class as a whole and to all its political
groupings. But this idea of creating Committees of Action, the strong
agitation and propaganda, the pressure of the whole international proletariat against Fascism--always meets with opposition from the SocialDemocrats.
We now confront the fact that just as Bolshevism .calls forth sympathy in the working class of all countries, creating similar organizafiom
for struggle, so does Fascism, in the countries where it conquered, play
the role of oxganizer for international reaction.
.
It became an international phenomenon which is in cumplete opposiecm -to B&)Ilev$sm. Therefore, the struggle against Fascism should be
conducted nut only on a national but on an. international scale. The7
attention of the working class of all countries, shbuld be concentrated
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on itha destruction 04 Italian Fascism, the same as the attention of the

bourgkisie of all countries is concentratkd on the destruction of..Bol- shwi~m. I t is necessary to state that the bourgeoisie in this respect
(as well as in others) is much more conscious than the working class,
and sees clearly the international significance of Bolshevism.
The bourgeoisie sees in the Bolsheviks the enemy of the whole capiblist system, and on the other hand, no doubt, they see their friends
in the Fascisti and in the Fascist governments.
Therefore, the problem of the international proletariat is to sharpen :
the struggle against Italian Fascism, and here many methods are possible, on condition, of course, of some kind of unity between all the ?
labor organizations Here is possible a demonstration, and many other
;
actions which could have influence on the Italian government. I t
could be done in Berlin, Paris, New York, etc. Such demonstrations -.
would play a colossal role in the sense of influencing Fascist policy :
within Italy .itself.
2
3
Besides that, we raised the question of anti-Fascist propaganda among j
the Italian immigrants in the United States. In the United States there 3
are a few million Italians, in France there are over a million Italian - i
workers. Out of these millions of Italian workers it is possible to re{
cruit .people who would be useful in the struggle against Fascism in
Italy itself, for Fascism is attempting and threatening to create its -5
groups all over the world.
These are the slogans which we advocate in the struggle against
Fascism. The fundamental slogan and at the same time the best method
against Fascism, is revolution, for where the revolution conquers Fascism is crushed. Fascism is as impossible with us as the revival of
monarchism. Therefore, the best means against Fascism is the social
revolution.
But the social revolution is such a strong means that not only the.
bourgeoisie but even the reformists cannot stomach it, and the problan
in this sphere is contained in "liberating" the reformist leaders from
the masses. It is true that this is not a special problem in the struggle
against Farcism, because other problems than Fascism will be solved
when this "liberation" is accomplished.
'

'

,.

We now come to one of the central questions of our differences with
the reformist labor movement. This is the question of the United
Front How do we understand the United Front? Instead of theoretical talk on that theme, it is sufficient to bring two international facts
which show how the Communists understand the United Front aad
bow they practice it: That is, the interhaticmal conference at Fr&i
:;.ri-&rt
:md the international Transport Workers conference.
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to participation in the Frankfort conference, threatening even to take
disciplinary action against those who violated that decision. But anybow, a fraction was organized. It was a small one compared to the
uther delegates, nevertheless the Communist majority did not force
hapon the conference such questions which generally are not acceptable
to Social-Democratic workers.
W s do not see in the resolutions adopted at Frankfort the questions
of the proletarian dictatorship, of joining the Comintern-all those
questions were not even placed on the agenda. The questions there
wwe the struggle against the occupation of the Ruhr, the struggle
against Fascism, etc.
In the resolutions adopted at Frankfort an attempt was made to
formulate the idea of a United Front organizationally. The significanci
of the Frankfort conference was that it promulgated the idea of creating
committees for the struggle against Fascism, the creation of Port
Committees, the creation of self-defense groups, etc
This conference has shown that by the United Front we understand
the creation of a platform adaptable to both sides aimed against the
bourgeoisie. We leave out all which would separate both sides which
are trying to come together. The Frankfort conference, which had a
great practical significance, has shown, by the resolutions and decisions
adopted, our honest wish to create a United Front. It had an influence
upon the workers who formerly did not trust the Communists, and who
thogght that under the idea of the United Front there was hidden some
kind of an injurious "soviet trick."
By these resolutions the workers could convince themselves of our
honest intentions. The Frankfort conference also had an influence on
the working masses because it was the only international conference
after the occupation of the Ruhr which adopted a clear and generally
acceptable platform of struggle against the occupation of the Ruhr.
What did we see in connection with that question in the resolutions,
of the Second, Secand-and-a-Half and Amsterdam Internationals?
Protests, in general, and reference of it to the League of Nations.
But we adopted a method of struggle against occupation. This had
a great influence on the wide masses, and brought to the Communist
qnd revolutionary workers-to the Comintern and Profhtern-the sympathy of the wide masses who formerly did not trust our tactics of the
United Front.
The second example is more characteristic-the international confere v e of Transport Workers, At this conference we had to do, not
with the representatives of shops and factoriu, but with the. representatives of centralized organizations. We had representatives of the
I p t t p ~ t i o n a lFederation of Transport Workers, with whom we eon, , , @ ~ official
, l
parleys for the creation of a United Front.
,

-

What is most typical in this conference of Transport Work
is the complete unity, if not with all representatives of the Int
~ederationiat leascwith a majority. kgain, on what questions did vie
. unite? On the questions of the struggle against Fascism, on the struggle against war and the methods for that struggle. And again, whi&
is a very great gain--on the question of reconstruction of unity in the
world's trade union movement.
"$@j
The resolutions and appeals adopted do not contain anything specifically communist. But they do have a definite program of action, that
is, the thing which any reformist international or any reformist organization did not and cannot give. Why were these resolutions filled
with definite, concrete things? Because we can talk to the representatives of the Amsterdam International only about concrete questions.
Would we ever be able to come to an understanding with them about
events and perspectives? We may agree on the struggle against Fascism, on the struggle against capitalism, and as long: as there is a will
on their side to fight we could adopt definite resolutions. And again
the wide masses can see how foolish are the statements of our opponents that the United Front is only a maneuver, that in reality we do
not want any United Front and that we ourselves have broken it.
.'S
We say to our opponents: If you think it is only demagogy on our
part, then make a United Front with us and prove that we are breaking
it. But they cannot prove it, because the creation of a United Front
with us would break their United Front with the bourgeoisie. And
this is the whole essence of the question. It is a question of breaking
the coalition with the bourgeoisie, for they do not expect to drag ug
into any coalition with the bourgeoisie. Therefore, the Amsterdam~rh
are opposed to the United Front
..-.
But even by the left wing the United Front was not adopted without
difficulty. In some of the opposition we met in our ranks there wss
somethiag extraordinary. The labor organizations are not used to
the international taking upon itself any initiative on an international
scale. Only with the creation of the Comintern and Profintern did
they begin to accustom themselves to the idea that the experience of
all countries should belong to each and every one. The opposition that
we met was centered in the syndicalist organizations of the Latin
countries.
- It is known that the most active opponents of the United Front were
f m France, Italy and Spain--even in the Communist parties of those
-, countries.
Why was. the apposition to the United Front centered in
the Latin countries? This has a definite explanation. The Communist
parties of the Latin countries have been composed of different elements*
We have there few Communist parties which have grown up organically
and gradually through the years. In this respect only the Russian
J

,

:

k?&$&nts.

g history. All the oihers have k r o k
p a r h after the war, and some of them
perstitions of the latter.
Communist parties absorbed anarehaThus, in these countries, the Communist partid

~ different
&
- strata
~ was
e the cause for the existence, within
for ;a short period, of anarchist leanings. There was some
'kft dckness"-a superkial revolutionism-which is quite"
with the anarchist world viewpoint. From the point of view
&. Qomral revolutionism, of course, the United Ftont is impossible,
Ei'.r .: ,&mau.st we h v e to deal with reformists, to sit with them at one tablej
#.Aehalbw revolutioni~tcannot comprehend the whole necessity
$ # 'ad United Front, and as a certain part of such element joined the
;
,3- , 3%mmunist parties in the Latin countries, we met there with opposition.
'@ktthere were other motives. I t was said that we were too weak
.. .
&low ourselves such a maneuver, which demands strength, uniw
.
i sad-great discipline. It was claimed that if we will put the Communfsu
togethe with the reformists the latter may exercise the greater influ' q e e ugan t
b former. These parties were afraid of themselves when
'
.
talked against the United Front, T h e same idea f w d its reflew
$ hwi
~
thin the mdutimary trade union; movement. But already at
,.
&e Segoad Congress of the Profintern (November x g a ) , all oppositim
ta the Uqited F m t had &appeared from our ranks.
opponents to the United F r m t saw that the latter is n6t an
mpty invention, and that for the period'mentioned was a very effectiv~
strategic maneuver for bringing closer unity between the advance guard
a d the hekward mass of the proletarian army. They saw how vital
.
'
tbg! idea wis- in reality, and by experience they received proof of the
mwwtness of our general tactics. Thus, at the Second .Congress .sf
&s Profintern, there were no rnore opponents af the United Frmk
.;
%he unity on that
anirmg our$ehrw is now prova by the
b e m & d conference of the Trrrnsport Workers. At this Conk&',
&ce $&wewere present only the Rusdan unions, which, however, spoke
ia the nome of the revolationary w i m s of all couattid. And the rev,
ptationary unions accepted our stand and line of action and adopted
$iGoat. &dsimsafter they were published. This shows the inner unity#
.
-,
,ab$mce of dj2sCord which g r d w & r interfered with our strtrggk
d, we may say that the Whited FmC has passed the stage of
drptopaganda and that now it is in the phase of tealisatha,
iadihll stage.
-&e organizational strmgtheniag af Ws front, we'hpGa
tioaferenee of Transport WortEeks b w gracttcaUp wa
~
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intw.
The stram has its logic,.ancl the working rna$~ses,when thqy j&
in it, cann9t $-hDP at s aslain p h e m the refmmirsts want them h.
The refond& are tqhg ta break up the movement for the Wait@
Frat, but m q y
attempt makes than weaker and d a s the a=olut4onasg rawmeat stkmgler. We succeeded in penetrating the h ~ &
orgtmi;p;a~c#la
md cmtirqj basic phb within &em for the Frofintm
and Cuada$tm, It b mttld that dl tactics which lead to the strength.en& of otw ergdmtktn is without doubt correct and virile, .

~tloj9tkmm wht& we have to dwdl in order to fifiisls t
k
Ttzt
cB9~ackrhItirof the ryvduthnry trade union mvenxent, is ,theatWdo t d s r d *
in general a d to the Russian mduticm t
padcdar, We gwt
an aqbmtian of the stand 00 the h u t t f d m 3ntmwthivnaS.mthat quatian, and I doubt that it is asswary @
review % h*tr,
cmbraccs d11"mof n c m - C o m d k
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do. we, an International which has all kinds of groups and
dcies, cotlsider the Russian revolution? T o the Profintern, the
revolution is the beginning of the world revolution, as the
step, and one of our main aims is to defend and strengthen the

'

.

e conducted a decisive struggle against the anti-soviet and anti-

unist elements, which have formerly been members of our International and later on organized their own international. These group. ings left the Profintern because we did not take an anti-soviet and anti-.
.:?
Communist position. This alone is enough to define the character and
.
:
physiognomy of the Profintern in regards to the world revolution in
k,wgeneral and the Russian revolution in particular.
->

.

LECTURE NO. 8
The Relation of F a e a of the Reformist d Raolutionary
Trade Union Mwements a d Their Perspectives
N the former lecture we dwelt upon the fundamental questions which
face the working class, the different attitudes towards which divides
the international trade union movement into a few camps. Let us
now estimate the specific gravity and compare the real power of each
of the existing internationals. I have pointed out that the peculiarity
of the Profintern is in that part of its army is found within the ranks
of the trade unions of the reformists' International.
The Profintern has eight types of affiliated organizations :
r ) General trade union centers which embrace all of the trade union
movement of the given country: Russia, 5,000,000; Australia, 4 0 0 , ~ ;
Bulgaria, 40,000 ; Egypt, 50,000 ; Persia, 20,ooo ; Esthonia, 25,000, etc.
a) General trade union or district revolutionary centers which exist
alongside the reformists and conducts a struggle against them, where
our organizations are stronger than the reformists': France, 450,000;
Czecho-Slovakia, 300,000 ; Java, q,ooo ; China, etc.
3) General trade union centers which play a smaller role in the trade
union movement of their countries than the reformists' : Holland, 20,000 ;
;
States, 25,000, etc.
' Belgium, 12,000;Germany, ~ ~ o , o o oUnited
4) General trade union centers which stand on the platform of the
Profintern, but on account of the White Terror are not affiliated with
it : Finland, 50,000 ; Roumania, Q,ooo ; Jugo-Slavia, ~oo,ooo,etc.
5) Separate independent unions which. are not affiliated with the
general trade union centers of their countries or have been expelled
from them : Germany, 40,000; Austria, ~o,ooo,etc.
6) The minorities within the reformist trade unions, united under the
direct leadership of the Communist fractions: Germany, 3,000,000;
Japan, Italy, Sweden, Denmark, etc.
7) Oppositional blocs which unite all the left elements within and
without the reformist and the anarcho-syndicalist unions: United
States ; Great Britain ; Spain ; Austria ; Argentina ; Mexico, etc.
8) Finally, the left elements united in the Councils of Unemployed
as in England, Shop Steward Committees, etc., which usually support
the policies of the Profintern.
This varied or%anizational strtlcture of our followers does not ,give
the possibility of getting a complete and exact number of the adherents

I

TEIEFORCES
OF THE AMSTERDAM
INTERNATIO

per cent are followers of the Profintern,

reformist Confederation of Labor has at most
'co~diagto the Amsterdam International, they
the trade unions; but, firstly, this figure is
k no rueh number of organized workers in
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W mrdemus attacks bpm the Communists. l a i ltaIg 'at the prwdy.:z:

.drx)e, thank$ to the Fasdst pogroms, there on probi&Ey .

~aiosl
~ore t

iraa

between 250,000 to 300,000 organized workers, 50 pc<c&t of whicfi .
s t a d on the platform of tbe Profintern.
Norway left .the Amsterdam International yet bas not. ] 6 & -.@&':
~ . E%i,fiatern--she is on the road between the two and 'the ques$&a& .@@. .
$t
settled. Holland has now 2~0,000 members in the trade,.
..
ii
Among them we have not maay foflowers. In Poland there ore
orgzm'ized worker% about 50 pex cent of whom are with as althottgtt ;3pi-,lz
! is hard to find our exact numbers there, thanks to the continuous r@. :5^
om the Polish @$le unions. In Sweden there are 313pco - p i m b a n ~ ~
trade unions, 15 per cent of whom are followers of the ProfintemC
ka Swiberland bere are 225,cm, and abut 25 per cent of &em are - .
-. :'
we .fottowem In Czecho-Slovakia &e reformistp unite ~~o,ooo;mm+
buls an4 an*equal. .number is united in the ,revolutionary unions, -Zra"- .
Coneda the Amsterdam International counts 16qpoo, and 40 per ce;.,
of than are our followers. Argentina and Peru are figured t~ge&&~-.:'
with-z q & o members of reformist unions, and a good half of.thun ats: :.-fn the Prd,&tem And lasrt, in South Africa, we have between 15 and ,;
I .
*::pepel: cenf 'of ,the 50,000~ manberg of the Amsterdgm unions.
.
:+$ha%ifwe mthate our forces, uskg the 6gttrts elf the ibster&ga$
~ ~ o z 1 *If,a l the numkr of its members who are ideo1ogt~iIlf .'
tw pdiddly g011qrhg US, we get between a30 and 35 per cent.
,,, - ,
?1&dy b o w that the ~msterdam'~ntemational doe$' $ ~ .i'
Bat
&WC Cbiuitih. TPiw, America is hot reptes&ted, as wdl; a#;w y ~,kheg
mriatrim. For a more correct estimate of oar P u ~ c ~ s ~
h U ion W e countria whoee union3 are .not &btd witb W.
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d-'fb %rise&upon tb= nbmber of orgadzed workers that.
Conrentha and delegate bodies, been placed an recod fc
te program of the R. 'I. L. U. adherents or eizpd in the T. U. E. &,.
such u amalgamation, the labor party, recognition o f Sonet Rua~ia, etc.
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Eo EdGxico we have about 30,000 followers ; in Argartina ,about @,o
;.

$6.Chile, @OQO;in .Unguay, about

15,ooo; in Egypt our influence of-fvt~about 50,members. . .
.: -1 ~$11
stop on Asia. From the countries which are part of the Union
1
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Socialist Soviet Republics, it is sufficient to point out only B0kha.m

-and Q i v a , where we have small units. In Dutch-India we count ;r7,cm
6f-our followers ; in Persia, zo,ooo ; in Japan, 60,000 ; in China a b u t
EOQ,OOO

'-<

workers are connected with us; in New Zealand, about p,ooo

&and on the platform of the Profintern.
.Thus, although the Amsterdam International is numerically stronger
'

"

-

than the Profintern, still a point of special importance, the followirs
of the latter are all over the world. Therefore, the Profintern is am
International in the full sense of the word,
The calculation of our forces along the industrial, vertical line, wilt
give us the following picture: We have one half of the Transport
Workers; about a half of the Metal Workers; between qd and 50 per'
cent of the Building Trades; over a half of the Wood Workers; about
per d n t of the Leather Workers.

,

Thgs, we confront two Internationals, the numerical relation of wkssc
forces may .be characterized the following way: The Amsterdam Internafioml unites between 14,000,000and ~ g , ~ , a omembers.
o
Its bases
axre the British, and Germqn unions; these two countries embrace p.
- ~ g eri ~ tof all organized workers withip that International.
We unite between 12,doo,o00 and ~j,m,ma If we would describe
these two Internationals graphically, by comparing two lines, the line
of the Amsterdam International would be longer than ours. But the
tepdency for development of the Amsterdam International and of the
Prbfintern, if we take the last years, is different in that the membership
o f the Aasterdam International is steadily getting smaller and that of
: the Profintern is growing larger.
And, bekuse our unions are more active-they arc revolutionary for
tl+ purpose-independently of the fact that they are generally smaller
in numbers, they are politically more influential. Their specific grav*
is greater,;they are more united, not being torn with nationalist contradictions and craft jurisdictional squabbles.
,
.The forces of the Profintern are also stronger because the Amsterdam
Ega+qnational has IRI followers within our organizations, while we' do;
. &ve foflowers within the Amsterdam International.
t NQW,*if we exclude from the Amsterdam ~ntemational.all thaw
* k . n g our point of view, the remainder will be divided in two campa.
,io+er the question of &e United Front. The representatives of the lefi
a
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teadencies, Fimmen and Williams, corisider it necessary to unit
us, and, in the right wing, are the Ritish and French reformis
.
,'.
ponents of the United Front with Communists.
The remaining 65 per cent of. the Amsterdam International ar6 :not , +$
a unit within their national grottps because of inner,jealousies ail eb&
:
petition; and also along potitial lines b&abse there are serious &d*'
'
agreements over the question of the immediate means and methods qf . .
the class struggle. It is natural that under those conditions it is e;rsp
to say whose organization has the greater specific gravity, the Amsterdam International or the Prohtern.'
For that purpose we can depend on the ~msterdamInternational
itself. A sketch of .the Communist influence on the world's trade union
movement happened to fall into our hands. This sketch was made by
the Central body of the German trade unions and was proposed to the
Amsterdam International for publication. But the latter decided nst
to publish it i,n order not to advertise the Profintern and Cornintern..
In this chart the Cornintern and Profintern are painted in the form.of
a spider covering the whole.'world in its web, capturing the trade.
unions, the unions of ex-sewice men, the unions of unemployed, the
workers' athletic associations, co-operatives, factory and shop committees, the youth movement, the union of war victims, invalids, the tmants' movements, mutual aid societies. Thus, the Communist web is
covering d l .forms of the labor :movement, All this is very well drawn
in a detailed m y , which is characteristic for the German bureaucrats.
This is an estimation of our activities by our opponents, and as l o q
as they are nof interested in magnifying our f o r k , but in the contray,
we need no better compliment for our work
The= is another thing to which we should pay attention. The k'darr'
mental question is the tendency for development If the status. of the
world's trade union movement, external, stathticd erpressiqn is. a g a i ~
wj so far, what is the dynamic feature of this movement? In whid
direction does i't develop?
Here we may refer to definite historical facts. We o~ganizedthr$
years ago. The Profintern has no old traditions. It is a new organigati'. What are the results of the three years of work? We we*
.
blockaded for a long time. We are still blockaded because the Profin-'
tern cannot develop legally in Europe. In Hungary, Roumania, Jugb.
Sbvia, Finland, Italy and other countfies the police- terror'izes and
mashes the orgzimizations affiliated to the Profintern ; and, in spite' o~f
this colossd tipparatas of the bourgaisie, which is aimed at the re901;er.~.
tionary trade unions, in spite of the fkct -that all opportunities' are eiw
the sgde- rn4.j~
the hands of the Amsterdam International, in gpik-&f
all wt, &em b - a steady lessening of the influence of it a d , . at &e
.
stme time, a s m d y growth of the influace 'of the ?rc&krn.
C*
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.,,TSljsi g . -rxplaincd by >thecarrechess of our political tactics and by
a q ~ f l e g kestimation ob the rilation of forces between the working
-k&sa+aadits enemies. We may very definitely say that the development
-. . qtd-.#winternatJwal labor movement will lead to the creation of one
.

trade union international. This international will be created upon

tb .&a1 disappearance of the Amsterdam International.
.-:

,.

.Sikh is the logical development of historical events, against which
tkib Amsterdamers can do nothing.
2

,Dothese movements we have described exhaust all tendencies there
ar'h in the international labor movement? Are there some other small

stikams along side the great rivers? There is one other organization
whjch -pretends to lead the international labor movement. This organization calls itself the "International Workingmens' Association," that
is, ,they adopt the name of the First International, organized by Karl
Maw.
This organization appeared at the end of 1922 at the initiative of the
German syndicalists. Why was this international organized? I t was
organized as an opposition to the Communist tendency of the Profintern. . This international is opposed to our slogan of Proletarian Dic,tatorship and against our policies, against our methods of struggle,
and against our bloc with the Commanist parties.
There is opposition against us in Spain, among the French syndical-'
ists, among the 'Industrial Workers of the World" of the United
States and the syndicalist organizations of South America. T o these
few smdicalist organizations are added small groups of Italian, Germm,Dutch and Swedish syndicalists.
These anarcho-syndicalist groul;ings, come out against the Proffatern
with a fqw accusations. First, the connections of the Profhtern with
the Comiqtem ; second, its political orientation ; third, that the Profintern is advocating as one of its main slogans the dictatorship of the
proletariat; fourth that it is for violence, that it is upholding Soviet
Rpssia. .
The peculiarity of anarcho-syndicalism in the post-war period is in
&at its pre-war unity, its pie-war clarity of principles, are gone. The
war .and the revolution brought colossal changes into the anarchot
wdi@1&s#organizations. Among them appeared a faction which .is
for the,-dkrtatorrhipof the proletariat. Part of the anarcbo-syndicalist$
n+nt .ovkr,tothe Communists, another.part is for cooperation with. the
Cmnmmists.. - .

WORLD'S TRADE EI"N
Thus, this period of ideological.c d b
syndicalist wing of the world's trade d m
its ranks a great internal confusion, dias
It is necessary to point out
groupings only a small part

gd!f-d@.

What does this international .repr
syndicalists, go,ooo ; the majority of

international, I have already mentioned the character of &dr
which was adopted by their canstituent cangress.
In every international one country is playing the leading ro
d&es the physiognomy of the international unit, In the A
International the leading role is played by the Britislz trade hi
tho Profintern the leading role is played by the Russian t
movement. Who is playing the leading role in the anarcho
international7
This role is played by the syndicalist-Tolstoian organizitiod
m y . The leadership in this international belongs to thd*
syndicalists, the main att
are the Geman syndicalists doin
with advocating individual imp
mil, non-resistance to violence, defending Russian anarchis&
the soviet' power, they are attacking the Soviet govern
"crimes." In short,. these people are busy, on one han
improvement, and on the other,
to the bourgcoisic.
More than that, this international is striving to
from other organizations. It is, on principle, for
anions md withd

bwgeoisie as h, for instance, the Esperanto Association or the

WORLD'$ TRADE UNION MOVEMENT
Societies. Such societies may be very useful, but by no means represent
mp b
~ to the
r bourgeoisie.
Frbm this characterization of the leading organization of the anarcho- 8irnd$aligts' international, it is possible to draw a conclusion as to the
=hole international. This international was created exclusively for
the purpose of splitting away a certain part of the trade union elements
of *e Profintern, its aim is to fight against the Profintem and the
Russian revolution.
But, to their regret, they embrace a very small number of workers.
In the whole world they count only a couple of hundred thousand.
Moreover, they play no role in the great battles which are being fought.
This international itself, reflecting the weakness, the lack of political
foresight, the backwardness of its members, represtints more a society
for the passing of resolutions, than an international organization for
the struggle against the bourgeoisie.

To give a full picture of the world's trade union movement it is
neeeosary to dwell upon, also, those unions which are by no means,
even'verbally, connected with socialist ideology. .
First of all, what is the origin of these unions? We have here attempts of the bourgeois classes, and mainly Catholicism, to exercise
influence over the laboring masses and to strengthen themselves within
the S'bor organizations. I t is true these unions are nowhere strong,
but af course they play a certain role. Let us take Germany, for instance: In Germany, alongside the reformist and other unions, there
are about 2,000,000 workers organized into Catholic unions. There are,
alsa; 650,000 workers organized into the democratic unions. In Italy
there are also Catholic unions.
In some totintries these unions play an important role, as for instance,
in Holland there are six general trade &ion centers: Of the reformist
unions wi zoo,ooo ; Catholics, with 15qooo ; Evangelical, with &,ooo ;
Deaiocraz with 5 0 , m ; and the syndicalist union which stands on
and a~,ooomembers;
of the Profintern with between ~ g , m
and one ore unit which recently split away from us axid joined the
anorcho-syhdicalist international, with 5,ooa.
T h u s ini one small country, there are six central trade union organizations, a$ong which the Catholic, Democratic and Evangelical unions
unite abkl g ~ ~ , , o omembers.
o
I t is understood why every bourgeois party is trying to find a footwd in the laboring masses, but'why does the latter go into these
qddns? , What are the reasons thqt. the working class produces an
elqne~t~wkicli
gathers around such organizations?

'
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~ h a t ' a r ethe principal baser, let ur say, fop the QU*t
The principal basis for these unions is matained ia the fmrmztl:a
one another!'
If, in general, this is not a bad p&ciple,
&tb&
struggle it plays a definite role, weakening the fightiag 'spi&C
lhr :i;
workers. In the education which is being received by the m a % b t i@
~ -;
the Catholic unions, religion b dommant
!_.
-'
The .confessional anions are trying to connect politics and ec
.with religion and to inject into the demands of the workers a same .
what religious Catholic or Pratestant outlook The harrnftrlaesbL
these organtPtions is very clear, but why are there certain kind+ eft
workers who join them? This is, &st of all, because the working t$a&
is not all of one kind, is qot hornogcn;eoua I t is not sufficiently tmipd.,
It is in different stages of development: It is partly connected te 'the .
petty bourgeoisie, partly with the peasantry md the individual producers. The culture of the present society-the univerbities, schoo&,
l i t e r a t u r d 1 influences the working class which is o participant in'
this society. The children of the workers are studying in bourgeois
schools, going through history with certain text-books.
Thus, the varied and heterogeneous eompoaidon of the proletaria tbe
existence of different layers within this clgss which is k r m e the
working c l a s s 4 1 this shows itself in the form of different ideol?gicd
groupings By this is wlained the existence, alongside t$e :Communists of the reformist and Catholic labor organizations.
unions do@ not differz'rnueh
The practical work of thest.
fqom the work of the reform&& -The @&race, pethaps is h t th%
Qmer talk about God, while the tatter idk.a h t the League o-i
Natias-&at is, that from aomewhefe outside k uaions, wrn? aid
&auld come to the workers.
.
In fact the tactics of the reformist and the Ca&dic unions art $he
matts and aot. a8 an accident do we firad in Gcrnany a blac :between
tba rfif~rmistand Catholic unions, a bluc not o d y on the gtre~titmaf ."
~ic .
wag=$, but also a political one. Both these o r g a n i z a t i o n ~ ~ otima
roformistcelways find common ground, because the fundammtd prhrdele, ~f bOfh is the same-it is class colhboration and mercilq struggk . 1;
aminst Communian
-.
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THE INFLUENCE
OF, BOURGEOIS
IDEOLOGY
Such anti-proletarian activity by proletarian organizations we see in
many countries. In the United States, the American Federation of
Labor is a reactionary organization whose slogans are anti-Cbmmtmi8m
and anti-Socialism. The- officials of the American ~ederationof Labor
call themselves "independents," but in reality they are comfletely .diependent on the bourgeois political parties. It is known that in America,
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i ~ pa&
aormptbn hu oto iu Pap. .
;st dtmmsd l a d m of a yeUow wh@ --!
,be had'Q~ved-apnwithin the 4 f m .,, '
Of c~twss,swh mwley thb "ladet%rft:
fie baurg;&sie. ias ravard for so=
-%&TM~$ of dl45 ~ o f d&SS.
proven cases wharat a leader af a a i g ~ - i @ sacraments w d d break a strike, receiving fot it a &may thousand~of dollars. Some rmpla~nrw d d
b cause .a stdke against his compdtors, etc; . fin
thetc is a wh+ system invented by the bourgeoisie. for the
of hbor h d t r s and for crushing ot the JPm struggle and
:j
~ , # $ % w dit~ into anotlKr channd.
. --%
&bia~f~tlence
of the boargmi~@k, has,. in e k y ~@1wtty,
its p@'larities.
country bas its q&d
i6r the cotrag$th of the wurk- , :$
; $qg elas4 and thg bourgcoisk of ea+ .mt@zy wm thela methods very
$
r' - ,@t&ssft@y far its own interests. But the wortunity itself of having
: . r e influence on the.working dsrs, proves that the botvgeoisie hu
;F-W&holdwithin the woiking J a s ~ jwt
,
as we, for inst~~cc-thc.
Pro:'.r&tem4a,~e out f&dd
within the h t e r d a m International.
t
:'&as,
thc power of the burgedsie is~'eontninednot d y in ih army,
*,
eoatta, brrt plso in its stlity to iguence d ccmtrol a
pf tha w&rling elas$, md.to andennine the labor orguizadons which
~~d
oontluct the.rtru&e against i t . For, if the world's ~OQO,OQO
:
.. .
aemMmhip of the W ~ F
h d ~ wmld
n ~ be r rally united army,
- 'fhe'beaigeoids w d d b i g ago have been smhcd W pgkes
z$qm&m
why we have ndt ma8hed it b d o n now is .not only b b e
. : .we ha* within the working class konze elnnmtl of bourge~fsidcclogl,
'-'.'.f.'l#&t
-.
%livecau.ge
it )La8 sin organiked f m h l d within the 'workingelass.
n e bitgeulgr of the revolutionary labor movement is Ia the necessity
%
$>:&
;
:
I pA.'&?dghg
dPsr, these orgadzed bourgeois footholds from w-ithin the
Almostvdl the leaders of the reformists are hfectd
gi,:L.
..
&@&
~
m
g
w
i
8
idmlo@.
We have to craternew staff8 of liDders who
i L - I;:'
. df&
~ themselva representatives-of the 'always-fighting working clam.
t4
, . ?T& qifgicdty of creating such new statis and instilling into thaa
- - r-ilti~dtary
ideas is me of the main causes which is &laying the
.of
mroS~15ioa
all over the world
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At last, we d l 1 dwell upon the prospects of the world's trade union
movmgnt as a whole. The picture of the i n t e r n s t i d trade union
m~vmentwfifch b given here, may seem at: first glance, somewhat

I

.

.
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pessimistic : If the bourgedsie h - M &mag,'em&(OC ohm&&b:l
flumce? What are the methods for &ti ctmqu@fCM%ti*!:
visualize the further existence of the trade m i t m a d * @$%
organizations 3
For those who arc active politically-and you
.I.
munists are such-for revolutionary fighters, pasintisq
in the analysis of historical events.
' ,
.*,
We have given a real analysis of the relation of borne and..-. rcic
-our strength and our weakness. We see the power of .rxsismw 05 QIW
enemies. We see the fact of existing footholds in Q M ~ranks cat W
bourgeoisie, and we hare to work out methods of flizMr:e struda ,, *No one can tell how long &itwill take until we will .riaovit:@h q&
..
merically gigantic mass, and will bring it to coasciousne~:f & mm interests. The only thing that we Marxians may reply $ b.
a- ;
tion :Does the labor movement really proceed on the liic of-%
from its body all that now clogs it?.
.._.
, :I
We ao, on aecoimt of the experience of the last kn year&-.iq hit
.;:
&w
. '
we made a colossal step ahead. If we wouldvcompare the
ment at the time of the great French revolution wdh the ps.
movement, we can frankly state that during the six years, fmPn Uct@er
1917 to 193, the labor movement hod greater successesi
dwhg -.
the p i o i l from 1789 to 1917, that is, during the 130 p m . f t ~ : h 7. Great French revolution until our October revolution in
,
Thus, from the historical point of view, events are pro
lightning rapidity, We think that this movemwlt should
+a fundamental change in all existing labor organizations,
political, trade union, etc.
What does a political party represent? What causes a po
'
2
.
i
,
It is an organ of class struggle. It exists as long as the c
But when classes will disappear, when a developed form of
will spread all over the world-will the Communist Party
No. Thus, within a certain epoch of time (we cannot
-, .
e c t figures) political parties will disappear, because all
crated them will also disappear-the classes and the class s
And what will happen with the unions? They wili
*!
but along an endrely different line than the parties.
tendencies in the labor movement lead? They lead to
development of the working class, when the worlriu c
and organizes a dictatorship, which is a temporary
-F
When we qupedt a b u t a temporary dictatorship,
that the dictatorship will last five' or ten years, but
historical
The dictatorship will end when tfie
- .
classes. The end of the dictatorship means the di
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WORLD'S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT
the apparatus and organs of state enforcement. While the transition
from,the dictatorship into the Communist society is going on, there LE
g ~ i q gon a gradual blending of the economic organs of proletarian
dictatorship and the trade unions. A new synthetic organization is
b+ia'g created which directs all production.
From the trade unions, on the basis of trade unions, is being dweloped in society that organ which will direct and regulate productionwill grow the economic organs for directing society. And as, in a
developed Communist society, there will be no state organs except the
organs of economic production and administration, thus, the trade
unions in the process of their development become a new organ, the
name of which we cannot know, but which will deal with production,
regulation, distribution, accountancy, statistics, etc.
Thus we come to the conclusion that all forms of the labor movement, developing in the moment of revolution, expanding and embracing wide masses with the development of the revolution itself, in
its process are changing; when the time comes of the general victory
of Communism, they to a certain degress are absorbed in the new society, changing their forms, becoming filled with a new content and
responding to the needs of the time.
Such are the prospects of the development of the world's trade union
movement. That is about the way we active workers in the present
revolution visualize the future relations between different organizations
and the destiny of different forms of the labor movement created by
the working class in the process of its historical development.
This analysis, or, if you please, this prognosis of future development,
comes from our Marxian estimation of the relation of forces. Of course,
life in the future will bring many changes into these relations. But if
our fundamental analysis is correct, that we are moving toward a nonclass society; if it is correct that the proletarian dictatorship is a temporary historical epoch, then it is absolutely correct, that the organs
created by a class society must disappear because there will be no basis
upon which these organs can exist.
For our generation, these questions will not make themselves felt
practically. But we Communists have one peculiarity, we are not afraid
to confront the future face to face, and in the sphere of estimating the
development of events, we always follow realistic logic, no matter what
the conclusion may be.
We do not know how the developed Communist society will look,
but there is certainly no doubt that the historical forces, which started
millions to moving and heaved up tens and hundreds of millions of
people, will without fail lead humanity to that system of society.
The social revolution which began in Russia had a great influence
on the whole Near, Middle and Far East. All colonial and half-colonial

countries-China, Korea, India, Java and others---who have been dream;
ing for a thousand years, have been dragged into this liberating move-

-

We are present at the very beginning of the dissolution of the system
of exploitation which has been built up for centuries Disintegratiqn,
the destruction of the old, and the creation of the new society-all is
an historical process which will last many and many decades.
For the case here depends upon the reconstruction of social relations
around the whole globe. When that process will end we do not know,
but one thing is clear: The stronger, the more united, the more elaptic
and aggressive the revolutionary wing of the labor movement will be,
&e more objectively we, the Communists, estimate the relation of forces
outside and inside the working class-the more correct will be oar
canduct-the sooner will humanitv arriv
Communist society.

T&E END

